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"11© ©ould hme added fortufi© to faae, “but 
oaring for noitter# iia found Inppiiess end honour 
its feoia-j lielpful to tlie vxjrld." 

iM.s Is tte ©pltopli on the -^^rav© of .leorje 
■mshtiigton Carter Cie6i«if4sj , the i'atioua scion* 

tist and artist about wims. Lasraacc -lliot {i965| 
writes in his book* Be.yotKl Ite iO or .For 'Jhe life 
of Garter was eimrsetoriasd by Ifimamorable accooplish- 
Eseats* ll@ worked on tarloiis projects. ^Itod May 
problaas, lisiped others, and all this did for a sense 
of hatiiij; done a Job w^i« His researches m the 
synthetic tri^enrcs of ^ennnts soch ns ©hoe polish* 
paftiKtt Imttsr and milk, and s^mtins croam, made IiIjs 
known as fhe Besmtt Wikn. m }ie neither ©Kpocted iicr aoeop- 
ted any reward for lettlni hts discoter i@s lo^wn to 
others* vm derited a sene© of pleawire and gratift- 
astion out of his ac<^e^isjrncnts. 

listny peoi^e like Carter enjoy their aohietai^nts 
not as a nesns to soioe eisl bat as ends in thme^tes* 
flisy derite eatiefaetion from hatlns done a Job wdll* 
They are softcerned with aetitities. doing of which 
would instil in them a feeling of achieteo^fit. a sense 
of hstif^ done something well* They are proud of 
their ssMams^ielmMstts not that they wani r^oinltioa. 
stahss. power , or pepularlty. tmt beomse those iitdi* 
i^dnsls deoet^e^ ^ pessM an osaotional respomitvsiMBs 
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t 0 ttmiT perfomaiied* wSietlaer or not tl^ir aoMorcH 
meats are perosifed tiy othsrs» thsy are sssatsat witb 
hmln^ perfomoS sa aot n^ll* Tlisir aim seesi® to t^s 
tias aefiicarac^iit of m sense of aofeiereraent • T^lng a 
tasic la the mmet of tlieee iadltriduals ios’olf’es an 
mmtiomU satisfaotioa* 

However, tlier® are Iti^ivldnals wlio are dliffereat 
from the ones (Jescrlbed above* sieh perfKiaa are con* 
eerned with doing a Job as a menas to sonie end* Tlmy 
do not aim at an satisi'aotion from a tas^* 

Instead, tlseir objective is to attain sc«aethlng else 
(other than a pride in aceompilsiment) through an act* 
Ihey want to derive certain ooacrste ^pals out of doing 
a Job Instead of an abstract feeling of aohicvoi^iit* 

They are emotionally apathetic to tl^ fediiig of achieve- 
ment* It is not so tE^rtant for them* 

The distiin^ishing jpoint between these two types 
of individuals is tim degree of need Achiev^ieiit* A 
permn with a high asKhint ef mmA for iehievement is 
emotionally Involved in his perfommnoe, while the one 
who is lew on a Jmh is ^sotionally indifferent in rela- 
tion to his perfonianoe* Both of tln^se are engaged in 
gcml-oriented aota* Both are oomseri!^ with tim athtin- 
meat of goals* Thmy are, liowever* not similar to .SNsmh 
othar beyond this* 4a le^ividaml who is high on need 
i^hiavemei^* in additioa to the attaiinent of goals, is 
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oXeio int«3P©®te(3 in a sonac of p.ttaimaent, Tha 

p@ri»o» wlio posaassas a 1cm aead for Aehieromnt is 
eoaeerned only with attsiaia:i a joal* 

'file mm& of aoMetenent seem to he direotly 
relatedi to tl^ laaiiher of goals wMcii are attained fey 
the s>#rsona with a high needi for iiohierment# Thus 
greater the oumfeer of this gi^le attained, mr© would 
fee the sens® of mhtmem&nt derived fraa tliM. Sines 
the people with a high amunt of need A&himmmnt ®r® 
ooaeerJied -with a feeing of aoeoa^lslaaent. It Iggslies 
ti^t every tim iiasy attain a goal tlaay would ale© 
efetain a eat ief set ion fr®s& wieeeas* It mans* 'such 
pereom eheuld fee interested in the goals wMoh are 
easily attaiimfele* For* more easily attalnafele a goal 
is* greater laailil fee th@ ©tenoes of acMevin:^ it* and 
oonaequeatly* mr® would fee the sat isf sot ion of aohieve- 
seat* But this is not true* The se^ln:^ eontradio- 
tion represents an artefaot* There is an iisportant 
eenditioa sMefe ae«^t© fee ta1&^ into aeoount* namly. 
the diff l«milty levfd. of the task* 

' i»es^st a mtadier of g^ls eaciating for the 
different people* there are mm vtiieh axe easy to attain 
and ethers iMeli are diffimat* The attainafeility of 
a goal er the of a task ie mmo^ 

HMm, wMeh ilmetisas In r^latisn te {ml an IMkwii&mtV m 
spilantsd eapaetties iMitentlaitti^* 
a«l i%} ^ mm esi^sistlen ef Ms os^sbelti^ and afelitties* 
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For asxa®^®, a world tour on a eyele coold 

be goal for a nieiber of iiKllS’ifluals tylas felt timj 
eould attaifi it. hn object i^e aesessmat id teras of 
tfm data, flmrtoial reeources et©« Eiijht, Isowerer, 

timt n^Eie of thro ?siuld iiot be abl© to mte It. 
Steilarijr* a selonee graduat® wiao aeirer progreased 
bejroad «a m®s&se in Me aeadamic grades aiglit set the 
goal of developiats a new theorem in oatbroatlos, while 
Ms teachers would brush tMs idea aside as a wbto 
dreaming* 

It follows frro the abOT© timt tljo oi'nnee© of 
sueoeeding on a tasii is an inrorse funetion of the di©~ 
erepaaey between tho object ire and the wibjoottre erac 
Itsations of oa^s oaiooities in relation to the tasic. 
that mmm the diffisultF lm€L of task could be divided 
into two ©exponents s tii® subject iroly poreelred lerSl 
of difficulty, aii^ the obJeotiwSly asseseed lewel* it 
is the formr the mbJsotiTS Iswel of difficulty, 

whieh is a wsriabls dstsrminiiig the rMatioisship bet* 
iNMKii tbs isiNed for Mhiewei^iit and the sttsaotioa of tlis 
attaiiwd^e ^niIs. 

Ths mma of aoMerroent emild not be suoti if a 
perasa attsiasd sowtMi^ wM^. w^uM be easily attain* 
able bln* lueuKtead, It would bo swmt If bs was ^st 
iurs of sucNNWdJbi^ lui a task* d parson with a Mgh 
tmmSi tmt MMmtmmiM wc^d not dsriwe anr mitisfastioii 
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of SAiooess if Im aeiiievea wlut ims too eao^ for hia* 
la tliio @as ®9 tiisre is hasNSlj’ my Tmmn to bs pi:t»ud 
of WLs aeooiaplisliseEt* Stoilarly, he would fe© iadiffopeat 
towards tto goals wMoh are too diffieult to attain* 

For* im iTOuld not risk his feeling of nelilepef.ient so 
aiaoh m tl^mt there is hardly any ohainMse of eueoess* as 
pointed (»xt earlier* a senes of asoot^lBirsent is of 
prim® oonoern to an inditfidual who is high on n Aohisrs-^ 
rnent* i£s would t!®refore prefer the tasks* sraoosss 
on wMoh is iseithgr too easy ®>r too difficult* lie 
would prefer an intemediate lereX of difficulty for 
selectii^ his task©* that is why tiw* ^apparently le^i* 
cal** generalist ion q£ & direct relationship hetween 
the difficulty lerel of tasks and tla need for Achieremnt* 
does m% hold true* 

The concept of n Achieirmofit oanr®t he properly 
understood niHees it is seen as a special aspect of the 
hroad core of aohier^^aent* To aehiewe always implies 
seetie^ a godt* fhe goal tmy he set hy may* and the 
diverse* meds of the orgaaiaa* Plysioal hui^er ss^ set 
a goal for fcod in^ks* the n^eessity to earn 
am»titer* to keep a 4oh* or to work on a res^reh pro* 

Jest wm^ set still othsr gsals* 

^ssmm the sany g^oeils to he achieved* one type 
of goi^ is sisgli^ oat for its psychologic^ Isiportsnoe 
to tlis tsdividcal* ft is wdtore the goal is sot for the 
epmWim wmmm that its vesy attaino^it* in^epeiod^sit of 
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umy otlmr r«w®»d# Is Thm activity is 

act ir^ated to the physiolo^sical* liiological. or «r^ 
Clrect siiviro!®sntal-i!^la!Ks@--re8t»rlog process# 

Its aijs is the satisfaction of '‘mshimimf » in and 

hy, 

Mn individual A, who has a hi.'jli itsed for achieve- 
m®*rt doe® s Job arid obtain® satisfaction only fro® the 
feeling tiat he has accKJEipiislied sotiethin; by doi!^ it* 
On the other hand, an individual B» with low n Achieve- 
raent does a Job aiidi Obtains e^tisf faction, but not 

the ^tisf actios of having d&m it well* I^otk indivi* 
duals A» and B, are «^ncertied with acMevin^ sowtliin^* 
l^th «iy be doing a **good Job*** fhe amewint of satto- 
faetioa* howerer* for having done a good Job la different 
in iadividsal A* fnm the one la the individual B* 

J^br perafoa B i»e®diiig to mrite a good art id© 

ffliay be iappy that it is don© with* It is off his sdad* 
person A ae^Nis to write aa article* m mlm gets mm 
sajojwmt fmoi iamim it* Bat he additionally 
snjoys having '^ne it widUl wm «Kp«irtly* he receives 
|1 assure* gratifioatJ^n* fress tim goal itself* fhere 
are two«> rather than goals that im acb^fves i the 
sehlev«ssint* sad the s^tse of aebievemtit* lit' derives 
sat jhif actios tmm his scliiovij^ achiev^^nts. 

fhi seed for .MihlUnNMont« provides a basis for 
the of m isdividcsl* it say be 3^1eiiSlis«l 
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as th© iipsasTOfi* 0 “g” or as cattoll^s ‘*a©uree trait" 
©paratia:; a® a foml *i©ec! and layiai down a sijnifi- 
eaiifc dimension ojf ^eliawlonr* Jt f^jnations a® an i*i« 
portant weotor wltMn an individual and decides tlm 
nattire of tlis orgaaimtion of much of Ms eacperiencos* 
’’xhB prid« of acooct^listeerit is related to tlm 
sta^^ r d® of fixo el ieiica * fh© de^^roe of affect tl«t 
follows goal attaiiKient in him raflceto an individual* a 
n Aohievoment* The c^spootations related to n Mhievo* 
meat oontr® around th® standards of perforraane©!. fhe 
affect i::ivolv®d in it is mmerm^ with tlm fsolir]^ 
whether or not th© perfomance i® in with the 

standards set for It* The n Ashisveejoitt my h® defined 
as «off®®t in ctonneetion with OTOluntad perform fKts’* 
(MeCSLi^land SiSl H.* p«?9) * 

The used for ftcfetovement is nronsed whenever a 
peraon estpeots that his i^rformnoe is to he evaluatsd 
in tsi:^ of oertaln standards of ®no®ll@nc@« The 
preeertee of a need In a person arouses anticli^ 
tory goal states which my be positive Cte+) or 
negative C aa«| » pere^^tion of goal leads to sctos 
iastfamnt^ activity (J) whioh stay Ci«e* or isay 
i»ot (i«e* help in the proeess of goal attaiiswnt* 
If tl»i iwstssBseiital activity is fositive it oiay 
cpessite ths^tgii mm aeaietame frw 
iwtt* the liistarant prme Cj|p) • If the irntxassinti^ 
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turns out to be ne{|nti?et it ineanuD there is 
Bmis obstael® or barrier either within tt^e person C lip 
or in the exteriml (x^i • TIi© siatioashis: 

betireen tli®se eor^onerite is stown to i* 

*he aatleipatory goal states or espeotattons 
funotion as sues for tlm redioteg^tion of affec- 
tive in tlm iodividbal* I^erforoisfioe in a situa- 

tion takes :^af^ in t!'^ eontert of various stisaili* 

It is aleo aoocs^nied and followed by an motional 
state* By tte eoatiguity between g^'-iotione and various 
otber stiiaili of tl^ sittaatlon, tiie two get assooiated 
so tisat these stiojli aecpire the functio-. of ones in 
subsequent si^atlon. my oi«i of tf^eae (mjos) tmy 
arouse m imrt of the orl^innl aaotionril state experieaeod 
by tbs indivi^aal* It 1@ fiot tmomumry tbst tbsee 
ones wist always be OKtorml* they tsey he internal 
also and operate in tl£@ fom of thought prooessea* 

Ccofer and Appioy# 1964) 

Tbs amercKio problm-sulvii^ si^atioiui and tbs 
esKteriial eiid intsrnE^ dmmade made by others internet 
to build up tbe espoet^itl^iui in an ii^ivi^^al and nslce 
biu aware of bis ashiovements* lie may erpsrienoe a 
idiias of pride in Me aeoas^iel^Mats depending upon 
boa iMll baa beesi able to etrueture his oscpaotatloas 
or Mm level @f adaptatton* 

jtiyi aottvee esuld be understood in terms of Ci) 
tbs ss^paetaae^ idsstbar &t not the not wsuld help one 
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attain tl^ goal I and Cll) tii® laoeative value of tij® 
goal# i*®» tia® mituva and of affeet espaeted to 

expsrlarioet! iQlXQwtm goal atteimeat C4tkins«»ii, 

1964 ) * 

TIs« tandan^ to appiroaeli auoeeas* aeeording to 
4tlciaeon« la a mltiplieativa f\jiiistion of tiiB m&tive 
to attala saeeeaa# axpeetaaoy, and the ineaatlva value 
of the goal $ 

£ f ^ ^ 

vilaera 

to apiipoacii aucoeos 

jZq - BKStive to attain aucoeos 

1*9 • profesfeility tint a certain sot aould 
l^d to goal attains nt 

Ig - tnoeativa value of tlm aueeess 
C Atkinson, 1^64) 

The n mhimemnt ie siark^ay refleoted or in- 
volved %n those aotivitios whore prohsMlIty of attain- 
ing oiuoitoos ^ays m oruoial rolo^^ This is novlisofa 
more jileailj aisowa tlian in field of hesiaoss and 
eaterpreiwiriidl aativities* Base iTOher ohoorved 

that tint Froteataiit Otsristiane sere more keen on 
taking up Isasinoa® than thsir Catbolio oouitterpirts 
iiieti»id of goins ia for other means of livelil^d* 

A iKHGmisteat rOlatihsiaiiiip of this kiii^ led him. to argue 
that it mm more a ^laestioh of ideology rather than 
aene sttaations^ faetore* the Qalviniatio of 
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predistifiatiofi seted as aa iopetias to do m&y with 
angr *raodSi&raf for obiter th® Kia^doa of lod* The 
inaSiTidual had to he on his mn. It oalXed for a sijj* 
aif leant shift In his I’jay of life* The attaifiSEent of 
©al’ratioa was m loa( 5 er a fuiietion of tlaa r^ly COEafai- 
niony or tifia S^tlisr* or the confession* It was & 
foiKjtioa of the feeXtng of havliStj done one*s job wsXl* 
Ttae Protestants ehanged their ralae system alto.-.jether* 
then ’»®ralant:h9fi of ths fuXfiXsient of duty* (w^er* 
idSOt F«^} was the higl^st fora of noral aetirity* 
Beeause of the strmm laid apoa the ^pemon*' as ^ohr 
Protestants mmi to possess a higher amrunt of n 
^hierement than the C^thoXios* 

The -^©d for jlehieyesaont Ejay tl^n be looked upon 
ma *m disf^ition to dorire ^tisfaotion from puoo®ss**t 
C^ith* 1963# « It may be oonceired as a dimen- 

sion of personal il 3 f d®frsl«^me?tt wiiieh is deeoribed by 
a non^r of faot(»rs inolnain^ the ohild roarlii^ pmo» 
iioes# and the internal and tho eseternal demands made 
apon an indivl^al* thB literattire on n ^hierfsosnt 
also throws light on its mtoi^ and sole In fnisaa be- 
hariimr* 


Htoai QP tm iXTMAmii m »» 


msikim tts d^bttt m tn im as a 

^irpothstio^ emaatriiot Ciihrr«^» ttlii) isi^ying w» 


12 


nlsmlQ variable of behaviour » tij© ^acept of n Aoh 
mtt tmkm up for iateneivo BtuSy f&llmifiij tim obaer- 
vattoas la tbs late forties ana early fifties tiist. 
tto pbyslQlogioal oetNls w&tb projeete^ by tb& eubjeots 
ia peroeptual prooessee (HaOlellandl andi Atkijj^oa* i@43)[ 
Tim ouestiou wust lito the phfsiologieal ae^s oould 
oae not mate tte sub^eots projeet their ptyehologioal 
iteedis The initial t?ork in tliis area imo eonfiiie4 
to the need for Aohlevi^ent* end the findlf^s were pub- 
lished in (HeOlelland et al,i958) « 

fbe syst^eeitio foimlation of a tehieri^s^nt and 
tb® findiisg® rstiardii^ its belmvioural oorrel'ites in 
itbS {nodellaf^ et 19SS) were followed by resear* 
obes dealing with the various aspects of the eonoept. 

now# ever meh eddies have been isade on n 
Aohievefaent* Atkiaeon Ci9M| 19e4) and liodellaad 
(i9@l| 1964) present the in^ortaat findiriiis in r^ard 
to tbs D^Nsd for Aohievement* 

tte need for AeMev^inunit has been 
differenlly br the vai^ene eiditers# Medelland ^ m 
(ItSb) deimlbft it ns '*«ff«et in fietntestion with eva- 
luated :i^frfexennse^ • fporhing withis a fraseeork of the 
affeetive areaeal eeMeveasnt aetlve is said 

te lliaetioa idtesever peiHTornsnee is graded against a 
set 9i a of aoMevseent, or a 

WKtle^SlNNMIeei of soeeees that foUoee if tbs perforaai^a 
le §mm$ ie le eipnil te tte SRiN^tatioini or standirds 
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of lioliairiolirai i@ as tlio Bshlmment 

Mlciasoa (f^4)i made this defiattioa inar® stp®- 
©ifie aad doflnsd tias a AoliieTS^'aeat a® the eapaetty 
to tai£® p 3 ?Me ia oae’a accmapliolxaent# The pireelsion 
of this definition lies in spaoifyi!\; the of 

th® affeet ia relation to efralunt®'' perfortaanc®# 
I’^seatially tliere is m diff@r®m$® heti^eea theso 
dofinitiofia, ami tlso one cjiTfea by ;;'aaith Cl9«3| wlm 
demvthm th© need for f^chieirec’ient ao tus deslr® for 
sat isf set ion tn i^ooes®* 

freaoh* a dmserlptioa of %im a ^oMavm.ieut 
(Fremsh* i$3@) a® a for the attaimsent of a ®tam> 

dard of emaXlmm®"* im olosor to tia® r^CIelland* a 
defiattion m@atiOJi®il earlier* A desire to do ■weHl in 
relation ^ & set of easpeetatioa® or a standard of 
fEKoelXefse® i® the e»ia eharseteristie of tl:m meed for 
mhlma^ntrn 

Km^ itWSt) provides a dyiesiie riew of IseldLiig 
at tlis assd Mhisveaoat* ^e^rdtag to him* it is i^am 
aa a^ strati^* *iui an ago stratucr* ^ defined 

as a geimal poliey of pir»ai«3 «ill*bfrir^ thpough 
adopting aa aotiim aaaipiilatory role with respeot to 
the eewiroasieat** i^SS* p»S?i) . the aeeNi for 

ilohier€^e^» aeoordiiig to Khapp* rakes one owiKrpower 
amfim of eeaxwe* the basic idea is to 

hats a faeiLiag of aastssy aad ashieireraiit ia r^^atloa 
to the ^srlr»«ssiit« 
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Tim laBti-srstional statue tlie need for lehler©- 
Mst is 4Hi#0tioae!5 by Cofor and Appisy {1964)* fisey 
fiold tiaat tlio r©lationshi|} botwesn tl’ie aeiiiorsnent 
rasttro fxfi£L the patterns of bshariaur io Influenced 
by thm situations in which the n Ach is rooted* fisey 
feel, tl^t it laay fee described "as a learned raodo of 
operation reiaforeed in relation to other drives #*• 

{Cofer and Appley* 1964* p*767) • 

ISiefitfisd variously as the affect in relation to 
performanase (Icfllellaiicl et 1956 ) $ as the capacity 
for takis^ pride in aee^^s^istosi^ {Atkiason* 1964|* 
as the desire for ^tisfactiOR in saccess C^ith* 196 ^)* 
as a need for the attainment of a standard of perfor- 
lianoe (french* 1953)* as an eg© stmtesy (iCtiapp, 1958)* 
and as a laariMd mode of operation in relation to 
otl»r drives (Cofer and iippl^* 1964 ) * the me& for 
Mhievement has been process^ vigorously l»oth at the 
ooneeptual and the ee^^irioal lev^s* 

There has been a marked growth in %im rmmreimm 
on sHNHl Johievement firing the mment ^mr&m iven a 
swift glance at the literature refleots the esaasir^ 

:i»t« at whioh the eonc^t imtt grown itself* yarioas 
se^pa^ts of imemn iNi^vioiir have been successfully 
ooisNii^il^u^iaiNI in t«i^ of the dohieviasent*/ These 
tm^hade siffilo>wo^tiafyL vai^blSMi* risk takia^ behavit^r* 
level iNT aei^rati^ sabjeotivo pigo^bHitir* persoiiality 
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«i»»Ret©rlsti©a» self-oeojicept, aastl-^ttc prefereneos# 
per©@pti©a of timBf ©©iiolastic aehleuesi^fit , belaavloyifal 
aberMtioos, l@03eaiati, amsunTy* aiKl .^part 

from ©treaaii^ tl;® focal rol© of need Aohiev®seat in 
Imaan "bmimwlQwtt ^^oaeareiioo also forestall a 

aot-too^diataat paosibility of the fruotuation of a Aeii 
iato r% cooipFelneiwiv© tiseosy of behaviour# 

Za apite of tbi oogeat tc^ioatioas of otu- 
diea beeriag oa iieed fysthXmemiut, om aeede to be earaful 
ia makiag general isatioi^s oa the basis of these results 
mialy beoaH;ise these researoi^es Imve used dlffereat 
deriees for ttMi maauriaieat of n hcMmem&t and whisht 
as tim svideass shows* do mt tap ttm same aspect of 
li^d d6hiev€iaeat« 

la mm of the Imm Piol»jir@ Interpretatioa Test 
{Uurlsyt 19d@}« for la8taaee,it has beett mtmm ttet 
ft did not oorrelat® sljaifleoatly with the !^01eliaad*s 
Thaaatio ^^eroeptive feet iw&iSl«Xlmr^ t9Si3) 

of a Aohlevcmat (filliai^* 19SS) * Bith of the tests 
prolpidalj meusire diffsretn cyi^eots of the seed dohieirs* 

lasigaifiim^ r^tioaships sere ali^ reported 
betspiam the ^s^ellasd*® test and the Mssrdo* personal 
Frefereaoe seheWe iMssrds* lt&4} sJid tl^ 

Tmt (W3tmm^ by Maidleteia* ’^henbeeh 

and (imi bi»^e«e (i@i8K ehd lielltiaa 

limil^iteaeh sad @axp C tt&B) iarestlda* 





tii!^ the reiationsilip between the ^cClellanfi* s fstitasy 
of a Mh, th© ETTSa ©ac^ tljo Test* a5- 

®4aSst«s*i^ tlsss© tijrae testo on © sac^ie of t¥?o fsindre^ 
aa^ air^ty-eight ml© asibjects in an Air Force 4oa4a^y* 

In spit© of th© high iiitar-scorer reliabilities between 
th# f gjJKl th@ lasight Test, relationship between 
the tlrupe© aeamires of u A&h was fouiid to be insi;;aifi©aat 
The 0o#fftci@nts of oorr^lation i^ajed fro© -*067 to *105 
Mario*® C19S9) obserred tlmt on a eacspl© of 
forty-four male uader-graduat© aubjeets, the "bCl ©11 end’s 
T4X oon®iat<^ insigrtlfleantly with the BTT-S (tbs 
oosffieient of oorrelatiom l®in^ -.05) ^ though thi TAT*© 
eorroiation with a sooieBsetrio nmmr^ n jleh was f mi fid 
to be signifioaat tr « .38? p<.*05) • 
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'r480g©te-Fusay 80 or® oa the correlated siij:airicafitly 

(et #05 and ®01 l€w^s) ^Ith the X.'Vr n AcMoTenieat score 

0n three groups of laifejects (J^taher of eases in tJie 

ilseiips hoinx 18, Si ami 70) out of a total of five ^rcmps, 

the ousiher of mihjects in the maaiairsg two group© 

being 26 in each ease, C^ros^isoa, 1953) « 

The general poeition is that the different de* 

rieee of ei©ae»ring need /leliievi^sent do act proride a 

erasure of the earn© specific e^mefit of hehariour* could 

this icbdicete the mltl^dimeaeionaltt^ of tl^ie eortcept 

of need flcMsi^sent ? A sEBiiher of eoriiars hare lmm» 

tigated this problem CHoeen, 1956s Beadtg, i95f« 1964s 

l^hl, i960s fMM&r anKl M@do«» 1965) * 

Hosen (1956) postulated the idea of acMOTCs^nt 

eyodroae ei»[prleiog (a) need Achiereciant* and (b) ralue 

orientatloaef to ^emmttmtm ami explain the •mxytrm 

aa^nt of ooiu^Fni with ^tder^esnt ae found aisoiig the 

different eoeiel etrata in the Americas i^oiet^* la a 
» 

swi^e of om lauidred and taeaijr aableete dream f rcii 
the diffenmdi eoete-MCNimiiMilo gsmupe* the somber of pmss- 
eons with high a Mh was saaEtHaes in tl^ higl^t eooihl 
strata and leweet in the loweet, same 

ra3MiM» erle^atioiHi» howei^* a sigi^fioantljr larger 
sMsttor of pmmnm with e^M e re a « g i t *erieiited ralues 
iNaeai^ te sdddle gwmp (p 4,^1) « 

SMsil^s weriE is amre rereallsg thaa'lesesf s* 

^ eat isiMe ef t^ speeif la dlhstneione eoetrisiiig 
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the need for Aobiesromeiit. l^otlsesi zing, (a) persoiiG^ 
aatisfacstien fs^st hairing aoooessfuslly eoiaisleted a <3iffi€ralt 
task, (b) the mtiBfmetion of being sjor© suceeasful 
ttian others, and (c) the satisfaction of r-eceivlng 
approval from others for heina successful at the task, 
as the tijsrse diaenaions of need ;>oMevement (Beadig, 

19&9) , he conducted a factor-analytic study of tJi© 
tiiree meslm of n Jichiereaent (Bendig, 1964) s th® 

Bdimstls* Personal Preference Sch»lule, the Wright* s 
Scale* and the se^e of Ciy^boll, k factor analysis 
of the inter«eom^atlons of m&rm of three hundred 
subjects (ifSO i^es and i§0 temJm) yielded two fac- 
tor® (after erthegeaml rotatioit). Th^o were mumd m 
those of •persoml net^ acbler emeat* , (PMa), and ^social 
need aohieraaeixt*, (SIA)# 

Kahl (iSNSb) weat a step farth««p from Beadig 
and increased the om^nents of need AohleireiMgnt* It 
was obeereed timt the mehie^mmnt ortentetloa coi^rised* 

(a) “Wiatery*, (b) •trust**, (o) "ii^epeiideacfi of f&mlXy"* 
(d) •aceeai^ielfflMMt* • 

Zmnd»T and Xedmi ( 196b) , in line with the work 
of Beadlg CifS9, 1^14) deraloped a oancept of tim 
*dm%m for ^ Cdg n Mh) oorrespoi^ii^ 

to 3 mU m aaoh^wHch r«f«n»nid te a desire for personal 

fhs of neNsd ^hietsiii^ 

ims bwaa siNPMisd «si i^als (nakharjee,, lINIb) . 
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!iis foreed-»ehoice teat of v Aoh pipporta to cover aa 
maiagr aa tea diff&rent aapecta of achievoment motiva- 
tion s {i) Ijop© of aueceaa* (li) fear of failure, 

(ill) high stamJar^ of CKCcXlence, (iv) sense of com- 
petition, (v) optimlaa, {vi} perseverance, {viij interest 
in making future plans, {viii) concern for creative work, 

(ix) preference for difficult and challenging tasks, and 

(x) identification with successful mithority. In a 
factor analytic study of the test {l&ikherjee, 1965) 
five different dimensions were recognized s (a) aspira- 
tion, Ch) ego ideal, (o) perseveamnce, (d) identification, 
and (©) preference for difficult and challenging tasks# 

The ahaence of inte 2 voorrelatioae of the different 
tests of need achievement however does not millify the 
reXationship hetwHm n achievement and other variables# 

To Quote McClelland, "Where the various sseasures of 
Achievement s»tivatioa are collared, not within each 
other, Imt with respect to their relationship to otim' 
vmriahlss, the pistars is little different ^^Cil^Clelland, 
1953, p»59) • la eptte «f the different techniques used, 
the pattern of relationship between need dchievement 
and behavieartil varisl^es is eonrincingly consistent# 

This aniy beeeite «rldenl from a brief review of the n Ach 
Sadies t^t ftliowe httte# 

fim m j tsMevwaMit esuid be d^eribed 
seeordiai ^ the iMirtsMsii witli i^eii it bee been rde- 
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t©4» mm&ly. Cl) ©aoio^eultujral veriableo, (il) risk 
taki.'ig l3Qi^3fiour» (iiij porsomlity c^aracteristicss 
©®lt«oo?ie(^tS a@stlz@tla pre£©r©ii©esi and perception 
of tls©, Cly) eciiQlaatic aclaisjve’iient, Cr) liebnyloui^l 
aberration®, (rl) aitsclety ami (rii) leamiijg and sjecKssy* 

It met be added bore timt each seetion tlsit 
follows contain® onGly n few of the illustretiT© studios 
ludioatiiiii the relationship bet^rsen med -tchievemerst 
aiad tiie different yarialAee* 

Cl) mm ACiwm^riT aw imjo^om.TmuL i 

A lar^e mmber of studies on need Aohlermefti 
and eoeio-csilturel variables seeras to Imre lent farther 
support to the basic theorising in this field stressing 
tbs soeial roots of n 4ch* One of the met prominent 
social mriables is that of child rearir^ practices pre- 
vailing in different societies* evidence is at hand mm 
to shoo that ns^ Aclilsvepent is an outcom of the kind 
of faaHy treiaiiig in which thsfro is an es^phasis on 
dsvi^opiBi^ m feeding of indspet^emis in cMldrfm* 
{l^C^sIlsiM and ITriedhiais, i9S£| wintsrbottoe, IdSdf 
Brown, idiB} mitsll, 1964} • 

In a o^n^Hit anelysis of ttm fmissr tales of 
sight mseth Indiiaa Mmrimn ti^bcs, Msf^ellsiid and IMsdnan 
{1962} observed a positive selatiozmliip between need 
^MevSBSKSt asi ind^penieit^ wad 8eif«^rsdiancs» 

sisllaar findings could siis^ be sosn in tbs si^dy 
if ilNhedNMidNt#|e« (iidSI « found that is a wsa^e M 
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tw€Kit3?5«iiia© eMidirert (ei^jht year olds) and their 
mothers* the oothers of the hoys were on 
n mM.menent csads greater deia^ada for indi^eaKlene#* 
rewarded their ehildron* e aocoaplisimenta more intensew 
ly* and gave tiiers treiniiJg in Inaepsfa^fenoe earlier than 
the mothers of the hoys who scored low on need Aeliiere- 
ment* 

Tirowi (1953) and (1964) off ored an ii^i- 

r@ 0 t eridenee of th© poeitir© relationship feotween need 
AchieweEsent and the training in independence* Both the 
studies ohtai*;^ m a^atir® relationship hetween a 
AoMerement and author! tar ianiea* 

Hmwx Ci9S3| r^^orted a significantly no.gatire 
relation hetween a Acii a£KS tlie seoree on i^slifomia 

mif 

F-gcnl© CMoiriio et 19^) • 

%tall*s study (rtstall* 1964) also showed a 
n^^ntive coefficient of correlatioa hotweea n jf^hiers* 
meat and auttioritariaa child tiBininii attitudes on a 
s^^s of t«Ni haiidred oa^8« m elm found that %h» 
mhmmm of father was i^etod to a low smeont of iMMSd 
Aehiersmeitt* A study of follt: tsl^ ty Child* Storm* 
and yertsff Ci9i^)» howeter* fsilsd to oonfina tbs fin* 
dings of H^dallatii and fried^n Ci952)* Child* st&tm 
meA ysroff ooi^dueted a ooataat simlysia of the 

f^lc ^idMNi ptmmMmM in a iKssple of fifty»tw& dlffs««isd 
es^teiraw* fl^ir aim sms to rivets the sohtfmseent- 
orimstsd tMMtevimitr sad tls» i^ialii^tioa praotioss of 
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groups# Tim aolilfflir^Qnt-sslsntsdl prsotiees of 
i^oi^izatioa wsrs classiflod into four eategoriea i 
(a) traiitiag Ci.#e#e resrardiasj the aoMerojaent- 

orleuitod baliarlour puuioMri,? the acbiorenseat-a'bseat 
Itat^riourl » puaislm^ast for tli© of aohieve- 

meiit orismtaS belmviourt i(o| puaialMieat for tbo preaer^a 
of aeMe7«soat*ori«atei4 Iboimviour* mM (d) ooofliot in 
regard to rneMmmrnii^m th» romlta abo-wed that all 
four tadioos oorrolatod poaitiv«aj, tiaough laslgnift- 
oaatly# with the «ohiofto»fSt-orI«atiNi feohariour. Tiisre 
awMi* iiosrertKrt a allgbt tonSana^' toward a positlro r«la« 
tloia»iM.p betwoaa aoMormout and rigidity* 

TMa el^dy# itiata^ of iadimutiiig a iK^atiwe 
T9lati&tmM.p liotweoa tieod JUsMorasont arid traiais^ in 
iMopotidionoe, augg**otod tlie Ibypotlioeia of motl^dologi* 
eal fariatioao as a poosiblo vmm&n for its dis^^lprosmoiit 
with tho woric of HsClollatKl and FriodtoKin (i9S2)» fhm 
rosaaroh of lie^lidlaiidi (1961) mp^gmmA mm m kind of 
rajoindar to ths work of Child# atoim and yaroff (1^98)# 
fha aohiawiiaint as found la the folk lores and 

fairy imUmm of a mgx^mmt of ooaatriaa^iiioiaat Sri^a* 

(in tha lata iUddla %aa|» JSnglaad* (from the 
Mddla i^ea to tiiae of Ii^strial Bawolatioa) and 
tha !7#S*A* iftm tha ladoatrlal lavolatloa to tha asdara 
parladl^wwaa ralatad to tha p^ada of prograsa and 
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“by the area of trade ei^ia jed in hy 
^ch eimatry) in t!^© isations . in the case of pe'e- 
Incan Peru* betserer* the maistire of n Achie^oraeat, Inotaad 
of from foilc tis3.e®» ’ens obtained by an analysis of the 
rase designs aeoordinrj to the Aronson’s Irapiiio .-^prosslon 
Test C Aronson, i95S) • The raonlto of this exhatistire 
res^rch showed a positive relationohip between need 
■.Achierement aiid tHi© periods of progress in tliese cmmtriea* 

Isilating upon the eonoeptuali sat ions of Faac 
Yrnh^st Ci9^|« these findings ^ro interpreted as stowim 
tlwit tl^ periods of progress Indit^t^ th® enterpreneurlal 
beharlourp sad tlie latter was a direct fuaetlon of tl® 
4!^rly tiRitnlag in li^a^^eiii^enee wiiieh fostered ristc taking 
behunriour* 

In Addition to the oMld resrii^ pXAOtio#s« 
the need for .^hiereraent has also been studied, as a 
funetion of son® oosupational trilbies Ce^« Boss^ {i95d)« 
liouyan ti9Sd)» Hslioiio, Ci^^)l Bumstein, noalton and 
Liberty ti9d@)| Litti^i and TeraeariAft Ci9d9))* 

Boson sfirisaged n as a 

ohENmltural dimoasion iiiroI'?iiig described as 

tlis aohiereaont motioatioii and the value orie^itatlons* 

The forassr iais^iad thi mM.mmm%-t>vlmnt@4 beharicmr* 
d of beys drima frou tbs different sooial 

strata sore edMUsistere^ the TIT type test of n MhXmm» 
mm% far lanuRsrti^ aeldersaest aotivmtion and a qpos* 
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tioiinai:e® to study the or tent at io ass • Tho rsBulta 

eiMJwed that tlio au'bjocte who 1 >eloa' 30 c^ to tte M jf^s? social 
stimta imd a si.jnificnntly :'re*t.er anount of nsea 'vchiore- 
aeat than t^se whs can® fron the lotrer strata* This 
study also supported ti^ jeasr?! pattern of relationship 
hetsNisa a AcMsrsraant aad th© child rsfiri?i:; practices 
rsportsd hy rarlsus itwestlfpitors (Bro?m, i®5S} . Inter- 
hotto®, 19S8j mitall, 1964) tgr findias out that th© chtldrea 
of the middle class families ^re ijjore proa© to the 
traiaiag ia an aohleremeat ■yalii© siyat«j to ©orh l-iard and 
plan properly with a rim to deriving feeling of eventual 
i'his last ohservation Is hrottghi out clearly 
also rimvan C l®5e) * 

IWRivaa Ci®S«) tlmt hecause of a 

grater stress on aecoeii^ishmont and an earlier demand 
on indeg^ndence the mj^dle class ohildren slioisld show 
a gr«»ter mmnt of the need for ochievemont* nh® ohe^rved 
that the ^ssihility of receiving a raoteriiil reward c»d« 
a significant inor^as in the acMevement strivii^ of 
the sortsiag class cldLldrsn shdU.© it did mt do so in csss 
of the middle dass children* fhis e<R»ld fee interpreted 
as fflcaning that the initial aHsottat of need Acliiev^ent 
is Mgjlier in the i^d^e class persons and does not offer 
furthffir possiMlity of variations ander conditioas 
wheurs ashievemest is a msmnm te an end Cmaterial r^Mird 
ia siiitt mmti ratte than m mi& In itself* 

flMfe slady m^as Cl®^! f^artlssr ccxdtiss^ tim 
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iemli®%tts orieittatiofi found in the people with a hl! 3 fe 
need for .AoM orient# The subjects who a sreatar 
f«ar of failure than the tendency to nppronoh iriccoss 
were rsnporlod to b© unr^llatlc in ti^ir vocational 
aspiration* 

In another Invest i^atioii* Barsastein, Boulton 
and Liberty (1962) noted that the persona who wore Iiiajh 
on the need fiohl averse nt and aohiereaent values showed 
a ijraster j^efersace for those Jobs which involved loss 
preatj^e lait required a feitsh degree of @xc0llQnc®» 
larly* those who wore low on n AGh preferred the jobs 
which offered nor® prestige and desaaaded less escoellence* 

LittiiS and Yeracari® C196S) reported a pool* 
tlvs relationslaip betwesn the need for ’»eM®v®n©nt and 
occupational mobility* llio ©ccaipatioiml mobility was 
measured by finding out tte oeeuxjstion of the father 
(in one# of the male subjects) and occupation of the 
fineband (in case of tla3 female ^bjeets) in tones of 
the whito^ooUsr immka Mti@*oollar Jobs* 

(ii) IKES mm Am uibk takiw} miimtovm * 

ISieb worl£ to have been done in the ares 

of need MMeveii«9fit and risis takii^ behaviour. 

i:4»ws 11*8 stmil^ report M in meCXGllmmd ^ (1993) 

fsil<^ to #easo«rtrato any r<^titi^issMp between n 
MWLmmmit levei. ^ luipirstlon and Atktmmm. (19^) 
ri^pi^rted i^t thaeo was a lew but iiiuiigniflooiit ndtatlon* 
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sMp between tbe two. litMnsoa and FeatJier (1966) 
systematieally forBailatsd a theory of aohieireMat laoti* 
^ttoa sad ris*: takiag beksairlour in the context of a 

laisaber of etudies tad© during the recent jeara on 
the le¥el of aspiration, persistence, ami sublective 
probability^* 

.■icQielXasdl* s work (lAoClelXai'id, 1958) on risk 
takinj bohariour In oMXdren showed tiiat in a ring-peg 
sitnatiOTE, otibjsota with high need ^loiiieveiMsnt tended 
to stand in the middle raai© of tlie diataruxe 

trsm the peg sdiere the ekmmm of ssooeodlng w&m In tim 
neighlamrisxod of fifty peroent* The ohildren with low 
n either stood wery oloso or far away from 

the tax^et* ;jimilar trends were also observed in two 
other aieeeiires of risk talcln^i betoTiour, the tilting 

siase task, ami the dot oonnsetion task, ( :^Clellatid,i9l^i • 

In a related stady htkimson (1958) tsg^mtred the 
lerOi of performiice as m function of ths varying pxroba- 
bility of winning a jaonetary reward* The probabill- 
%lm ranged from l/2P to ^4 through 1/5 and 1/2* On a 
saii^e of 124 fsisale mabj^ts, he found that the inwolwe* 
ment in perfoxsianee wm highest whan the degree of 
pxebability was 1/2, i*e* fifty per sent* 

Thfwe two studies eould be m&n as im^irioal 
‘fa^idatien ef the thaoareiisml model of risk taking be- 
basieer dee^iafed Mkiiit^a (ibSt) udio hsM that tbs 
risk tidkiag was dMNwImod ^ (1) tbs inoestiwe wsise of 
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the tiosii* Ci.i) tlie €3XSi@Btatiofi tlet tr^e attainment of 
.:3oal. me pctasildLe. aad (lit) laotive operatifij in th© 
ladlvitlaal tn a aituiatioti* Tills theory twaa fur tlier fisar©* 
10|>ed tn a ©(Kurohensl'^e form (Attetaaoia^ 1964)* 

Apart from mr^ in indcitiori to provioiaj an i-itCij** 
rated, theory for eoneoptualisirig the rclntiofishlp bottwea 
tiae «^ed Aohieri^sot arid the risk takln-j bohariour, 

Atldlnsoa aibl iled-eilaiad {Atkinson* i957, i95S| ?!eOiellJind« 
191^* i96i* 1964) bnmsM out a r^dily available a?*! 
«i^iri)Milly rerifiabl© eoncept of msblectivo pi*olb'’bility 
as & dependent variable of the aehievenent tsotlvatlon* 

The -workers who studied these et'spirioally Inelud© 

Atkinson* Baetian* Karl* arai hitwln {1960)| Atkin^n 
and Litwin (1960), lurstein (196S, Brody (196S)* and 
i-^ster and %ratein {1964)* 

Th© study by Atkiai«>n et ^ (1960) ctRild be 
aeon as a r<^lioation of an earlier work (Atkinson# 1967) • 

It inf estimated tlM» relationship between the need for 
Aohlevemant* ^mX setting belurriour, and tM proluibility 
prof^^renoes fcsr Isasinary bets whloh i^ire equated for 
expoeted aioiietary waliie bat varyiri^ in tbs probability 
of wtnnifig# lisre again* wtb4^s with high n ^Meve^astt 
praferri^ a risk inrolvii^ S0*@6 ebaaees tomlm er 
wianiag;* 

In anotber study# Atkinson and litwin (19^) 
reported ^bat tlie petrmm with a notive for 

mmmm CM than a not tvs for failure (M pr^erred 
the IbwidHi #f an inlemediate leo<^ of diffiealty. 
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liirstai^a woric (iSSS) d<WQOiist»at®d tiie irela* 
tio'aslitp expectarwsy Qt resariS arid BeM^&emnt 

p^rfomauc® oa aa arttimetie teat amd a theoatlc taat* 
fi»®« gifoaps ®f 20 sutijects mah oon^peteci for a ssoas- 
tasy rawird for wlatcli t1i@ pro^alsility of oocoaos varied 
for «aeh of tlio throe groups * •!» *5, and .§• it mm 
ohserred that there was a greater mnifoetation of tl% 
need for Aoliferement In the group wMeh i®id the winning 
probability of 0*S than for the groups with 0*1 and 
0.9 probabilities* 

Brody (lOdS) too asipported time obsenmtions 
by finding m% that tise oabjeots sooring high on need 
dehieroQent and low on teat aiuEiety i^de their deoisione 
m&m frecpiontly In the middle ^artilee of the diatai:Kie 
in a risk taking teak* 

finally, tiaer® is the work by Baeter and 
iliirataia (i9d4)* on thr«^ groups of 90 mbjoot® aneli, 
a aignlfioaiitly greater mmin% of need for ^eMereaent 
mm projeoted by the group wMeh me tc^d that fifty 
per eent of ite i^eiwe a msh remiNI for 

writing ereatire stories* tMn group whioh ms told 
that the top iO per sent of its members raay win tl^ 
prise and the group whi^e no probability lewel me 
iadimted* 

iu%) mm wm, mEmmEm mw wmmmhiTr cMAEACTMisfics » 

Bie pereonali^ ohar^eristioe of tm persona 
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with a Mgh arasunt ©f 11006 hnve beon imported 

by farioiie mrkoTB in the field, I’eClellatid ©t ^ Cl 9 S§),* 
’leClsllead, (1964) » (?f-o0abee^, (1958). aiid Ch«rl03, ( 1967) . 

those ree^irehea pointed out tlint nn indl- 
ifidual possssslaj & higtmv need for ■lohie^eiiient io 
dlffere?it from tiMJ oa© who has a low a Ach Insofar as 
the person with hijh need ^eMW'^ient (s) was realistic 
in goal ssttir^ belmirimir. (h) f^nted to here a fsslii^; 
of rasponsibility in Ms tasks, aaai (cj ots ia a eonstaut 
seed ©f th© eonersts results of hi® psrforaionc©. 

The study tg? Margm raported in l-l©Cl©lla?^ ®t ®1 
(195S) aiiaed at a quant Itat ire ssaaparison of the aeademie 
eohieresrs and the acadeeio nosKaehiesws* ?‘m reported 
that the former obtained a sigaifioantly Mgl'iier score 
oa a eiae-pieture laaamir® of the heed for 4ol3i«r@Ei©nt* 

It must, however, be added here that a positive relation^ 
ship between the nsiNt Mhimmmat and soholastie aehleve- 
meat would be positive provided the seholmstie aptita^bs 
of the subjects was held as eonstea^ C^oCPLelland et al.lfSfS) . 

Mcci,eilaisd (19§b) ooe^red tbe subjects 

with Mgh sad low ja dcMev^sent in a number of specif is 
belmariiKir areas such as the reapease cutput, lev^ of 
aspiration* psrssptloa and thse^ht* menary. and the 
l^rschach xwaqpoases# fhe persons with Mgh used thieve- 
ment wrote a si^siUfiiiantly number of words in 

an eesay thur eeisw asM to write than those itm were 
lew ea m mhm the ftsdio^ ab«mt the levied of ^Ixatten 
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feav© ®lr®3dly lieaa In tlw preeedln;:; section. 

Th© iMiTO ©Bssyr, iMatioasfi abo'^o ,i?ii 0 n anolysea in toijns 
of th® itmtioun peye^iogiMiriiatical oat®iori®s. rOToaleil 
tisat tli@ 0 isbj©ot@ wttb Mgfi n AcMer^'^ont ^la^3 ciore fr®» 
qusiitlj ii@@d afestraet luua®, reforeiioes and anti- 
cipatosy tons®®, wfiile tbs poraons witli low j Aeh md« 
a iBOre froqnent usi® of nsgntlorm isnKl dependent ®Iau8®s« 

On t!i 0 SOTsohaeh fast, 'bacmisj® of t*jO 'vnryi;^ number 
of reaponsos fro® «^ish auLfe,1®ct^only tb® first r««xxms® 
to ©sell eard was u®€n 3 in th© asorln,]: of the respons®®. 

It wto fotiTK! that th® aob.'feotB with Mtjh n Aeh on tlie 
whole pro^ccNi rmriB responoes tMn tlioae with th® Im a 
AcMeweraant* Tii® forswr nla^^w© a <jrent®r nnisber of 
M rasponsosa 

KcC3.ellaf*d (1964) in itooto of Cott®ci€m8w«® *'» 
doaoribed th® os^smateriaties of the paaple wl'to haw® a 
hiijfmt m®4 for AeMrrment* l'-«raona with a high naai 
AoMofoiaant war® fonna to liar® a lihinis for aituatioaw 
in wMeh thi^ o<»ild take the raaponalbility for finding 
aolationai to warioow probI@aai« Tli®|r also took **oalinilat«d 
rieka** by oiiSartakiiti^ th® ^ska lying in an Intamadiata 
*»!«« Of dlffteultjr* And finally, tJn® people with Mgh 
n AoMewa®^ w».nti^ m ^eonarata faadbaoic*' of thtir par- 
fQtmmm '1^ how wail war® th«^ doin^ in m aitaation* 

la addttiaa to tlieaa wain ^edlttiaa of paraona soaring 
Mgh wa aaad AaMawasiaict* MoSlallanS daaarlbai mm otiMap 
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etoimcteristlc® of awch people, ‘"iiioy like to travel, 
tn^ are williat,:; to give up one Mrd in the tood to got 
tijo ia th© Moll, and they prefer esKXjerta to friemls as 
isorkiag partn^s*” (;^oGlellandi, 19C4, p*sx)«3l)* 

garo@ 0 to@ei£* s work (Groeaheck, 10S^^ aicsed at 
diecoverijag the perMoolity eorrelotea of people who 
posseased voryia{; aiaouat of tlw aeed for ichiovoEseat atid 
tiao r^ed for /ifftllotioa. The suhieota wM were high on 
hoth these needs were found to be (®| coasciontlous, honest, 
unselfish, (b) serious, aoe^ting responsibilities, Co) 
possessing a sense of sooial responsibility, and (4) were 
liked very ®ueh wmfks tb© peer©. On other liand, tJie 
individual© sM were Mgh on need AofeieveoGnt and low on 
need for Affiliation (a) seeii^ to poasess a faeillty for 
workiji^ with p€®|^e, (b) were nted by peers as having a 
minissum persistent inner tension and (o) sliDwed a ”pre~ 
f ^renoe for worldng with others for tMir premised ^K}d** • 
laistly, a mention ©ay be made of Charles (194?) 
who, in a p&paXmv artiole, elueidated the eMraoteristios 
of an aehiering personality. People with Mgh »s«^ for 
lehievtmeiit *^streteh tii©in©lvee a little in their goal 
setting behaviour* 

in addition to the studies pointing out iNme of 
the pmrsom^ity oharaoteristios of the j^rsons with a 
Mgh need tm ai^eremeist* wtr^mrm in the field hare also 
infsstS^piM sane of %h» ^im&ities 

as a iMiFtloa the need ikshievaaent. These inolude 
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the atiidiiee on n Aohlovement and self-concept |?sartir0,1956} 
31 aha, 1967) , and n Aoh and aesthetic prefersnc© 

(?rnapp, 1968 1 , and n Ach and the perception of time 
(Kjfiapp# 19S3ou) . 

The need for seem© to foster a 

gtmtBT aiQOunt of diEKsrepanoy hetween the a@l.f and the 
Ideal Self imasea* At leant that ia» what is reported 
hy ilartlr© Cl9S6)» who found that in a eau?}!© of 66 isale 
eoXlege students tested under both Heutral and the Aroused 
oonditione, the subjects with a hish n Aoh obtained a 
aigMficantly greater ego-ideal discrepancy than those 
who were low on n Ach» These results are in line with 
the Weinberger* 0 study in 1951 mentioned in Atkinson (1958) 
wbe reported a genexal dissatisfaction with the self in 
oaae of the pereons with a high need for AoMerement* 

Marti re (1956) obaerwed that the aubjeet® with a high n 
Ach were showed a eigndfioantly greater self-ideal diwiro* 
pansy on the following eehierc^ent oriented traits s 
int^igeneoy initiatiyo, oreatiwenses* aotivatioa* and 
getistml sueoess* 

Sinha (1967) t howower* foni^ CRit just the rewsaree 
of the results r^rted by ^rtire^ studying the relation* 
ship b^ween seif-eetinate* ego-^idoal dleorepaney* and the 
werbalisied eapeeasten «f need for mhlmmem namely the 
Aehi«f4pm«t felHe m m eei^e ef im midirmreily 

f<eiefied that the ltl#i jNdeh geeuf 
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obtaiaeil l&Buor &tt!xmnt of 

i&imr&immy timi the lew v-.?ich -sroup on the? foiled?! a3 
trait® s sociability, fiesibility, intellectual ability, 
l^^dersMp, and aeceptauoe oi* otiiers* 

There are t«K> points to be noted to clarify 
the apparent coafuaion batseeii the remilta reported Isy 
llartlrs (1956) sei^ SinM (1967) • Both these studies 
used difXerest measures as^ concepts oi the m&iilevmtent 
met Its* liartire^s n Aoh asd Siaiis' 8 though similar, <io 

net iia^y the same tdm of aohieremeut mtivattloa^ More* 
over, as meatioued i^rlisr, the traits oa wliloh the e^o* 
ideal dlaMsrej^iaiicies are reported mm dlffereist in both 
the studies* Im another stu^y^peraomi with high n Mh. 
estimated theasSlres Mgh oa the dimei^ioa of perseire* 
mrum aad low oo iat@ll<»tual ability (lliikiMarjee, 

Leihesanh*® distlnctioii between *'hard*' colours 
(e*g« red) and ^soft** colours C0»g* hkie) » (G*i’« Itepp, 
1958), led to an interesting finding that persons vith 
high n mh beiri^ desirous of oeerpcwerini the enrirensent 
tsid a pr^erefiSNi for a soft ec^cmr immly blue, while 
ttmme who mm low on n Jmh and em desirous of being 
Qtrarpswersd the enwirwiiaeiit, preferred a haxd colour, 
ssaBely red (iCiu^p, 1^8) * 

Cir) mm wm msimmms Am AQmmrnaw i 

da iageortaai stad^ ia tMs area was ehmI« If' 
usieipia sep^ptai la ls@ 1811 a^ 4^ ^ alia feaai that 

If the aaMaaiia si^ita^ was Md as ^^nastmit t^rs 
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mm m positive velatioitship hetvtmn the n Aohiev©^nt and 
the soii^l gsrades* 

Similar results ocmld also he seen in Kisg (i95a)« 
la a study of the relationehip ■between tijeir sciiool perfor- 
mi»^ and their aeores on ttm “rAT* throe ijr«3«ipo of sui'b* 
Jests frosa a ‘^vy ®ibiMriae sohool sliDwed tlm% those who 
were dropped had a lower soore oa the aeod for AtehioreEieat * 

bittig and fereusaris toOf on a sample of 

i@0 smtn and 3QQ wiMaea, reported a positive relationship 
between n Aelilevemeiit and the aeademie grades* They* 
liowever* noted that this was true only in tl^ ease of male 
wobjeete* 

Untming parallel to the studies^ wom» of whioh 
have b€M»n mentios^ above* the evideiKse pointed out a 
negative relationship between need for mMmemnXi and 
t^ aoademie perforsnnos (Oole ai^ ^bok* i9d2; ^ra* 
i^n* 190^) « 

It is advisal^* aa pointed by the lorganPa 
study (in leCdiellanii si A, i9$@) that the reaearehea 
iatolvin^ the iNlatien vt doMevement to the sahsol 
seat aim at ^ntrolliag the variable of aehs* 
ISHStie i^titaie* 

(vl mm mm mMmmmt Am mmmmmM. mEmAftom t 

tm mead far dohtevesieat has aiao it^^eneai 
the atad^ af tbs phmmema in the fii^d of payohepathalogy* 
CtIWfl #eaaribad a i^daspismia pati^al 
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hiN^k. d&m followed experiences of mp-^nTent 
sucees®* It is esplaiaod fey postulntins a schisoptosaic* s 
:eliaiesioteristic iaafeility to witiistand failure* Prognosis 
of scMsophrenic c^ees my fee facilitated if thm si ini* 

Sian appreciates tfes umsnscla^s icsplicatiom of n /achieve- 
ment t mmHy a feehaericfural upsetting folloi^ tlic inabi* 
lity to derive ^tisf action from (uiocess* 

la anotlser study* Oaron ac^ ^JUllaeh 
reports that high n was se^nir^y relate to ’’oppressive’ 
% 3 f** reacting individoals while low n Jlch goes with the 
'*r«pres8ively” reacting indivi^als in otrees sltuationB* 

The affeetive nature of n Ach cfetained furtfe^ 
8U]^rt f3^mn the findings that the loaniiMiepressive 
patients ofetained significantly higher scores timn the 
control sahjocts cm the value Achievement scale* C Spielfeergex^ 
Bar^cer* and Beehar, 196.3 j « 

Both seeing the rel^ded and noinssl ohildren* 

Botha and Close imported a positive oorrelatifl^ 

lietiiia<^ a dch and the spead of reading* 

In the fi^d ef leiycitepsithdli^cr ai^ n Mth it 
vmy he wortlnhlle to study tfeSk pmgiemm in payohotherapy 
sa^erieitaed fey the pati^ as a function of his n A»h 
ami to relate this te the n teh 0 ^ therapist* fMe 
eould rnlm he reliid^ed ihi the goi^ setting hehavicur* 
heeanee Imth the patisait and the i^mrapiet set mmtmim 
geele te he seMefcd daring the ttmmpmtim eitaatien* 
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Cti) iSHD Fon Acimm’SrE!?? ahd a^scitty s 

tlun ai ax lMtm asaoixat of Imtonsistsa^ 
l»@ tm.nd ia tfee atudleo imoXvimz n ^eliiev^nfiat aad 
laved, of amtioiy* AoeoMla^ to aanssf workers tiMKfo ia 
im rolatioasMp liatwosa the two (e*g« BonOigv i9S?f 
imasoa aad Xitwla, 19S8)# others reported s aegatire 
relstioasixip, (e*g* Haphalsoa* t9S7| Kiaasler and frapp^ 
1§SS{ Baphelson and 19S^) • 

Dae prohahle explanation of tims& opposite 
findings la regajrd to the relationsi^P hetween the need 
for ^hievi^ieat and the level of aaxiety seemingly lies in 
the m^m of aaxiefty that is hsing csmsured and related 
to a ^ehieveiBsat* fh® workers m far have related 
^ a Mhievewmt either to the saaifest anxiety (e*g* 
Bendig* ifd7| Ksixsl^ and Trmpp» i9SS} or to the test 
anxiety (®*g, Atkinson and Litvin. 19S8| llapliiei8on,1957} 
Eaphelsea and Utmlton. 19S8)* Kmt&mt and T^pp Ci9S3) 
and Bsndlg (1957) reputed a motive relatienslitp iMitvssn 
the a aoMmtmmt and ^aifsst mristy* Haphslsoa (1957) 
ai^ Baphi^soa mid umilton (1953) ohaarved a ne^tiv® r«- 
latioiaihip hetvesa tim me^ for Ashlevm^^ and fast 
dmeisty* Ameisty* hsiisg an m^ttoma state with dread 
as its ontstanding i^nality* npto a osrlain soEtent fsas* 
tteiai as a astivstiniE faetor* it is only after mmssisiS 
a mnrlal^ liidlt* larytiig; fzm individual to individual, 
tliat it ma$m m m in^hitory for^* fM t€tmm is temsNt 
as mwmA imKlidij i^dle the lattar ia sailed 
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anxi9t7 (C^seroas 1963)* l% m$ty be predietedi tl»t 
wbea tbe tm giroupa of indtrlduale trnteim for all r®- 
leiFsiat Tarlables exeeptiag aasEiety whieb laay b© aowaal 
ia the oae group* ©aa patliologloal ia the other, %r& 
oos^rtNl, ther® ooaldi be posit It© relatioasMp betoeea 
the need MihictBrnent atid aasisty in the ladiriduala eitfe 
aorowl Im&l aad a amative relationship aiaoag the ia- 
diiridoals oho are pathologically aifsci^s* 

(rii) lEEjD wm Atm i>Emmm : 

Tim need for Aahier^eat baa also beea studied 
ia relation to the probleKs of leamlng andl i^ctory («*g* 
4tklnson» 1953| v^roll* i960| Kausler and Trapp* 195®®? 
•Tolesston» 1955) « 71®aps res^^rehes pointed oat tlsat tte 
problSB^fiK^rifig differentiated ei^sslfioaatly 

between the anbjeota who were higli and those who were low 
on n AoMeresisat* 

itkti^on Ci995) ifrr^tigated the relatisnehip 
betwiNm for AoMerenent and tlie resell of oot^eted 
and interrupted tasks« it was f^ad tlmt idum the iiui^ 
truetiens inereas^ the prs^bility timt the oos^eted 
ai^ tim iaeoepletsd tajftdcs were indioetiYe of personal 
miee<Nio and failure r^^peotiireiyth® wire 

high on need JimMmm&mA rec^ill^ tte ii»ioBigd.@to tasks aore 
f recently than thoeo laid a low mmmnt of n /mhimte^ 

»^rt» 

fUNfOil sei^rt^ tint Indirlduale who 
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IsdLgh 011 the WPB mmmrB of ne@d Aohioiros^fit 

mpB^ior to tlbDso who wore low on it in 
vox^nl ImrMm eitttotiomrn 

Johmto^a work (.foMmton, 1955) desaonstrated 
til® supeptority sf the group ^th lilgh a@€Hl ,A0hlor®r.*o-”it 
ta loamiiig an «i 0 .a 0 tri 0 ir^s© ui^er neutral eonditiomi* 

Finally » j^autflar and f;impp (1958© | o'bserred that 
ia goal-aattii^ t^ebavimr on a l^raing taa s, ti^ aub- 
Joota aitb a iiigli amount of m&d Aohimmont obtained 
aigaifiaaatly Mghia’ goal-dleor^anoy sootob thnn tlm 
mhjoota tdio nor® low on n Mhimmaontm 

mms&LmJMjmm- 

SmmiriMx^ tim abore roamrobeo one fiMa ttmt 
tbt n Mh wm mmooptaa^isod && m aooial isotiwo (U 0 CXolX&.m& 
«t iiSSt HoCdLoUaiid* 1961 » 1964} AtkiasK»a« 19IN9^ 

1^14} Brown* 1956) and as a rariablo dotensintr^ aa inti* 
vl6aal*a aads of daaling with ills sinrironsieat* (Waopp^ 
19SS) • A dirsat rclatioasMp between tbo naod AoM&rw^ 
m»mt and tl» obUdlaod training la independenoo is rBpor» 
by a asidb»ar at tinrestigators («*g* wiatetb 0 tt«na* 1956 1 
Bosaa* 1969) • fim a iMssMeireaeat -mm found to be a pro-> 
dai^ of tfesi industrial isad mPlturos and mt& pooitiwely 
ralatod to tbe ^te^^r^sarlal aetivitles*Clo91elland 
^ al # 19f?* i964| mme^khoft^ itstg Bason* 1959) • 

la tbs aroa of rioir taldlng bebarioar* parsons 
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vltli II Mgh far Aabiarmimnt showed a prefereaos 
far the tasks lyia”; in aa iatemedlate leiri^ of diffi- 
eaity C«*g* MeCieiland, t9SS| Atkinson, 19^, i964t 
Li twin, l^i{ iSaltii, 196S| Ganesfon and ceyers, 1966; 

Littig, 1959 1 Atkinson at al, 1960; iiiifntein and 
Collier, 1968; Brody, 196Si Easter af^ airetein, 1964). 

studies ©f the pcsrsomlity oiaraoterietios 
of tlM pTOple with a high n iMShiereaent showed thisei as 
eoiweientious, , rmpamMa, free fro® eaotioiiaX 
tension, showing a preforeiio© to work «rith expert® 
ratimr tfian friends, fend of tmredJliag, preferring 
situations In wMeh th^ take persoMil rsspoi^l* 

Mlltj for mlriag praUmm eto* C«*g., ’^deUaad, 1964; 
AtldtiHson, 1964; croeslieeic, 19^1 • 

In the area n Mth and aeadikilo grades, 
were 

reenlte ||f cmnd to be ineonsistent, Recording to mmm 
there was a poaltire relatloiaihip between the two, Ce«g« 
icing, 1986; igodeHaiid jst 1958; Httlg and 'feraearls, 
1968; Ci^eijoni and astton, 1968) • Other workers, iunp- 
ewer, reported a negative r^atlonslilp, (cole and 2nhok, 
1966; Sarasen, 1968) « 

Xneeatlpitcirs relating the s^id Aohievesaent and 
the pmWLma of psyeli^t&olegy r^^ed Cn) that a 
sehli^phr^e* e tnaMlitr to tolerate fallnre eonld 
<p^aiii his break deesi feUewti^ eaparlenees of o^farent 
snesM 196?) § |h) that a mmmrn ef 

a daliiii^ ^ Urn mmmttm in^witela 
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wbll@ %b& lown Aoh g:o©e with th« “repreasivoly® reacting ■ 
ii!iai’<rld»al® $,« Ih© strasa situatione ^C®s^^«n '^allach, 
1958) j (oj timt Isotli ®ia©ri 3 the retarded and the naxmil 
ohiids^ea there ■m& a peettire relatioaahip teeteeoa tm 
a A@h and the speed ©f Tmdim* (Botim and Olese, 1964) . 

Seideaee seoeied to faeonr the riew that the 
need for iiohi@7es»i)nt faeilitates tl^ prooese of leamliig* 
PoreXl* ¥an isaihit afid HlM^edstein, 1961 1 

Saeqpson, 1968; Bardlok. 1964* KlgM and Saasetfirati^ 1966) . 
Bendig (19^) ai^ Otubh as^ Baroh (1960) , however* foniid 
m siteh relationship hetireen the two variables* 

1*1 the field of need for Aohievefaant and Want- 
tmt Aswiflty* Koasler and Trapp (1986) rep«a?t®d a nega- 
tive correlation between, the too* Haph<^son (1957) and 
!$apheliM»a and B^toa (1956) obaarrod a iiegatlve relation 
between ti»s n 4eh and feat Jinsietjr* Bendig (1957) and 
Atkim&n and libwin (1956) noted no relatioi^hip between 
the n deh ar^ anrietjr* 

411 tln^ reaearehee have eontribated towards an 
nnderatandifl^ of the ooi^sept of n 4oh as a signififmiit 
aoeii^ aotiwe* the tn^ea of vdiieh lolght tUm be dlisBeiraed 
in the Indian philoaoi^* 

wm& wm mmmmmf it f h® i^iiw 
-- fmaie^ggr 

1^ Indian fqwtem of thongM is dominated by 
an wwlyaia and dsa«rl|dlon of the variona ways of naliag 
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mW B 14 f© aoanisiciful aiid josl-Hirlented. Tim iAm of 
life ia i^ld to fee (a) the *<^lisattoa of the Light, 

V^^es ), C^) "fehe attaiiiaeat of Atiaan or "ahaaf, 
gpg^shade) . {e| %fm aoMoveoent of t'h® Bliss 
C gs;g8^ra*Vediiiita ) ,{dl the mttmitmmnt of lifee^tion or 
«sw>k8fea*, {ttie BlMigmid sital » at^ (a) the realisation 
of ^rvana (Biddhism) • fhsoe alns are derived from a 
sot of postxtlates on ehioh Indian pMXooopIfer Is feaaed, 
naioely, **«««the iasaortalitj of soul, the possifeility^ 
of a tlmCL redact ion, the law of and rebirth, 

the path of iBOralit;ir, aelf<»panfieatioii» and icnowledge 
as tiltiraatel7 leadli^ to asamlpatioa*,**’ {pas Ch&pta» l§di, 
p**?} . Tim@m feeliefs seem to t^re provided oertain 
standards of feeterioar* ^tlons and deeds are to fee evalua* 
ted aspiltMt these stan^tekrds* l^erformisse of sets 
aooordli^ to those standards leads to a sense of itsitls* 
faotion* fhs law of ICMBBa sXaeidates this poiat at Xmmtiu 
^The asst eadsaastire tr«it«eist of the karwi 
dostriiiMi is te fee t&an& la t!iai Blwiaiwid Sita * aeeeriiag 
to the law ef iMOwai , aeftlons aast lead to tl^ir fsaita 
either la tMa or the life hereafter* "Our preaeat life, 
with all its varied esi^eriei^^, is the reaalt of aotioita 
ptmrfen^ ta the peat life,, and the aotioiw of the prevent 
life win lihsaiMi determiae fatm^ oa^ev in eeeoesipaaieeat 
with tl» pest aetiese set ^et codMueted** Cbss catpte* ii^i, 
p*^| « M fhhiihi hf eehimwei^# or pride in asoena^ihh* 
vseet# thae lands ^ n^ifMt iti^lf la the enotioiel reateese 
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&£ a p®Tmn tu what lie is * hef« and ?kjw* "/hat h® 
is» is a cangequcftiee of his past deeds. Jie ©ajoya 
the fsuita of his perf oot'^'ics in the past* A feeling 
of having done a jot well is n direst fnnotian of 
the degJ?e® to which liis present life satisfies the 
standards of a good life, his concern is with the 
outo^ie of Ms aots» a feeling of pride or resoorse 
in relation to hia past performnoe. iM is el^mo* 
terised an aff^tive state in relation to his i^st 
perform nce.^ 

TM perform noe of acts in this life is a 
pr^aratioit for attsiMng a good life hereafter* The 
goal is ssemingl:f too remote to he oofioretissd. iris 
oonoern here is to do good aotions so tlwt thoy mmy 
fniotifj into a good life* The ’^goodness*' of an act 
is gowerned hf s sot of stan^rds. Tl^se standards 
mtst he satisfied to qualify an not to he ten^ied as 
"good*. & person's primry concern is to do a ,5oh 
»wMl*f "w^l* iJMiofar as it fulfils the standards 
laid down in the teats. 

It folloini tTtm the shove that the idealof 
!tert»d for iMitiieweHBwat finds expression in the Indian 
systaai of thought at two levMs t the level of m- 
ealli^ pMf% a deh and the levM of aO’Nmlled present 
n Aoh. tM lev<M of past a ^MeveiaeM hr lags out 
a seam of nehlsvweeiit in relatioa to the aots dorus 
in the jpHft life* the l^its of whloh are mi&mnt in 
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oa0*s paf9s@at life* The iov©! of preae:it n /icliieire- 
meat g^aifaatees a feeling of asccas^ islxieat insofar 
a® one’s p::^sent austions satisfy tlie ata-idarcs of 
good deeds* 

la addition to the past and the present 
orieated cwaoepts of need 'ohier^aent outlirsed above, 
tl3e n AeMevMient is also slightly different in ti^ 
Indian philosopl^ trim the it hats been eonceptuiH^ 
lised hat the '^/eatern writers* This difference lies 
la t>j® nature of staaderds of performs nee* 

la the western idi^ of the n Aoh, the standarda 
of perfoxmnoa are said to be external* The feeling 
of pride la accoffisislisteeat is of course a personal 
feeling of the individual* llowaver, the standards of 
behaviour seeas to lie in the world outside* According 
to the Xadiaa aystaei of thmight, on the other hand, 
these eta^rds are ralativ^y internal and lie idlthin 
the individual* Of oourse* in tldla ease tooit tlm 
Mime of satisfaotion is a perMnedL feeling of the 
individufil* 

The enphaeia on tim exterzml standards In the 
western of need AaMeveeaent and on the intenml 
•tai^rdia in ttm ease sf a Mh in Indian phUoeopli^r 
My be due to the dlff mtmnm In the gcmla of these 
tM vndrii^iene iNf a Mbteveeient* in one ease, the 
•treea ia dolJ^ bitter tlmn the otiu^* the ne^ 
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fojr AcMcrraaeat tliia baetxaes an outgrowth of mmpe* 
titlv® and Ittdusitriiaiaed eulturoa* ?his Isas b8«n 
pointod out by different vorkerti ia the field (McClelland, 
19S1, 1064? :rerakJM5ff, losers, 19559} * In tli® 

Indian concept of need t!¥? stress is 

not on doing an sot better than otlicra, tut on doing 
it to attain the Light, the Liberation, or the ’^llse. 

The feeling of Light or th© attaifxacnt of iCLioa is 
m purely personal eajperieaoe ai«3 does not entail any 
id<e» about Itarlfig aaperienced it better tlsan the 
others {o(^ 0 tit£veness) • 

On a «d,os@r esaminatlofi, !iow«nrer, man tliis 
difforeno© between the iisternal and tlis internal 
stanifeirda se^ss to diisippear. The attainment of Miss 
or Liberation could oMy b® tl^gh osaetaln acts, 
tto standards of which are laid d«m by those 
are olaimed to hare achiefrcd theue gods* Because of 
its purely sub^eetire character, a fseliii^ of Miss 
is mnmmA by baccoing a dcrot^, disciple, es 
fcllowsr of the sosMNme who has "attained" it or who 
is closer to it* The " 0uru " (^ster) has to be supe* 
ricr to the "Siaya* (Follower)* Berfornmnee of acts hr 
the foMewer is evaluated by the c^t^* ^ follower 

or tlui ai«fa wsmts to ^ as wMl as his CSuim or at 
least Mter thwi the other f Flowers C^s^etitiveaessl * 
la regiafd te the mmtemt eoaciqi^ of a mh dec the 
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<31193 for n A©Ii nmd not alimys feo ostorn^* 

?^®oordinj to CofcEP aad Apjiloy (1964), tlioo# ouos 
emld bo intorml also and sd:-;ht function In tb® fom 
of on©* B tl^ught proc®S 9 ©@# 

It my b© eoncludod tlwt tbe effort fsnde 
hmem te bring out an Indian concept of med for 
mhiowmBiit tixsugli apparently jiraflectiag a r^onci- 
lint ion of science (the “Weston* a Aahj andt ridigioa 
(tkw “ladtanP a Aeh) does not rule <»st the poesibl* 
iity that the presence of the a Mh my also be observed 
in tim nonxia^strlalised etiltures* 



CHAPT1SI TWO 


STATSMEST OP THE PROBLBS 
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OF nm phoblm 
t&mi te oxi^2il^« 

iii tismi %}m g«iaXs« fli^ m 

t& the immlTted tn it* IJ.Iee wmsy 

«th)e^» e pmtmn with a high a mh whm piaeedl ia «af 


tahn^aaie it lastaiis* mws^ t^httrioar, hw aalcea ie 
diireeift4 teaax^s %hm rnti^tmwmt ef a er aah-^eai* 
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Xltere Sire, thea, two iaportant for 

a psraon with hiah a Aoidewmetit demti^s. CJoals 
whieh are rez^ easy to attaia gi^a feim little satis- 
faetioa to^saase he oaa fmrdLy have a serise of aehieve- 
Eioat trim sttaiaiii^ soastMns very easy# tlie otlisr 
hmS., goals whioh are vary dlffioult to aahieva he may 
attaia oaly e«3Msasionally« But the ohaaoes of attain^ 
lag vary diffioult goals are small# m& so are the 
ehsfsmtm of having a aem^ of n Aohievement* ‘^':hat 
eharaeterlaeo a periKm with a high a iich is that he 
eimoem the goals of Intermediate diffimilty relative 
to his own t^kpaeities* lUs goals are neither too 
easy we as to have a minimum seas# of aohiwecient nor 
too dl 3 ^ioult wMch would reduce the cha ruses of getting 
n Mhievemeat i^ttafaetloa# lie sets Ms goals within 
a moderate rahie of diffictulty to obtain a sjaximm 
amount of sense of aobiav«^nt (noclellarul* i95S| 
Atkinsoit# jLdSSf i9^4| Smith# iddS) * 

tiiN^elland* m study (iSedeUanil* i0&S} on ehil- 
4ran» deRsonstrated that i^ersoi^ with high n Aohisvemeat 
stood semoirhere in the middle range for throwing a rir^ 
round a jtog* Atkinson's ia»rk (Atkinam>nt iSSS) sloe 
showed that ths hlglioot level of porformanoe was roaohsd 
when tl^ j^Mbilltr of wimiag m monetary rmmrd was 
«$@ than i^sn it was M or mf$m And finally# smith 
(i$6S) shsimrvsd that ths ee^jsets in whom tiui imitivs 
to i^reash mmmwm wm stronger ttmn ths motive to 
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awld failure pr#f©rr^ a significantly greater number 
of 3 ^ 22 les of an intemeaiate lerel of diffiealty thm 
tboae in whom t!i^ to avoid failure '^s stronger 

tl»a the »tiv® to approach suooesa* 

A pmrmon with high a Mhievemeat is so aaioh 
eomerned with attainment tljot he is very ser^itive 
to the rol® i^ayed hy ohanoe In the attalnejent of 
goals* The degree of sens© of achtevesieat is adversely 
affected if he r«»slised tfsat It wao chance, and mt 
his efforts, wtiieh Mlped Mm achieve hia goal. An 
individual with Mgh n iloh therefore prefers situation 
in which ths outcome is dettnmdned by his efforts, 
not chance* Zf he wiim one thousand rupees at a 
roulette tsMe, tlm sense of achievement is much less 
than if he eamed- profits of the i^aoe amount in a 
business deal* In ths former. It is sl^er chance, 
vh&rma in the latter the mUmae is due to Ms 
SKoOilen^, isg^aiity, business shill, or hard work* 
Hodelland (it64) {mtlined tl^ salieiit peiv 
eenality characteristics of the individuals possessitiir 
a Mgh Miouat of isaed ^hievesi^nt* ^ch pera^ns seem 
to like the si^ti^ns of work in which they could 
take persossO. responsibility for the outcm^l they 
tend to set up i^als lyii^ within a moderate rai^e of 
diff and amit a MiMte and re^lar inforaa* 
tica am catenae of their leisfornanee* in addition. 


49 


these pejraons like to ta^TiiI astd prefer' to ^ork with 
everts 4a the f lelS ratlier than their frlsade# 

the aim 0 f this study me to find out how 
do the indiriduale with m high ^ed for mhijBv&mat 
from thoe© wfio are low oa n mh in regard to 
»am<B of the permnility eliaraeterietice* It me 

ooneidered adwimhle to eeleet a few pereoaolily^ di« 

/ 

meatione in term of tdiioh these %m groups of indi* 
riduala eould he eom|>as^* 

It wae outside tbs eoope of this iareetiga'> 
tioa to ooaiiare the groups of iadiriiaals aloi;^^ a 
euffloieaHir large auaher of dlaeneioiB!* It was, 
therefore* deoided to seloot a few fit»m ayssoiiiist 
for the ittdividusls ©ooriaj high and low 

oa a Followino; the o^eotion of seme 

releraat dMeasiosa* tto aesxt proU^^ would eoasist 
ia eeleetinti the appropriate rariahlee meamri^ the 
diaeimioa ia questioa* 

Thm dimeansiom aad the rariahlee mleeted for 
the puz^ee ef the preseat z«e«sreh wese as foUom § 

Itoiaaioa 4 t l&uma EeXatioas. 

dimeasioa ixf tiiisa relatloae ie hsre 
as ^l^$l^lsed 4a mseta&n persoaaltty' ehsmeteristies* 
Mwiiig ia a aattuillp di^admt meistp all of as tend 
te esti^M^ aad tsuialaia laudlous lEiiMNi of rslatioa* 
ships with ear fetlsw heiags* Pen^sis^at of sash 
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aN^tlonaMps sterna fso© the fact of tnterdepertdeoce 
ia our say of Jlifa* in^lTidaels differ ssaricedly 
from each otl3®r in tfm smmsr in wMoh %hs^ relate 
th«B@®lTes to each other* sow haild up stroug 
ewtioaal relationships* Others are |a*®»occupi«d with 
maiatalidng lamieroua* htit not too elose, social rela* 
tionushlpa* 

Because the need for Achiereaent Is a social 
isotire* it was decide to select tlie realm of social 
rdatloaa for coaq^aria^ the sRi'b,1©et8 who are high mnA 
low on n iieh* But social relationships eorer a vide 
area of heharlour It was thus necessary 

to further i^seify thia field* one of the ®l;: 5 nlfi©Rnt 
wairs in which social relntlons are huilt up is that 
of doi^naiics versus suhexlssioa* In a %adio inter* 
action it is one of the two who plays a more important 
rde than the othar* such an indiviana always 
lool^ at others as of satiefyii^ his needs for 

deeinnnes* lie wcuild priifsr to mavs in situstieimi and 
Biectii^ peopls whsrw he mn sssrt presasire on them* 
use Ills anthorttr* or control others* The second 
tjrpe of individomls are those who &uen little ahout 
nwmpsfwmS hy othtrai do gain henef its 
hciir^ #[q^ndent upon others* ^ch persoca show a 

pri€'eam^a# for ai^atiCNoa in wMeh they sstlnate a 

<«> 

poasihtlitgr ^ dev^epia^ 4^ei»$ei}t relationeMps with 
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6tber«* T!i^ diKiflir@ satisfaetion froa feelijg looked 

sad contx^lled Ijqt otls^re* In between tliese two 
typ© 0 , are tibsss wfio enjoy bsaildin:^ up a ooopex^tiwe 
tone in tbeiir Inter- pe^soii^l relationships* ;iuch 
Inditrlduals ase fonS &f sharinj with others* They do 
not hare a desire to control others nor do th^ desire 
to be dependent upon otljers* unlike the first two 
kinds* ti^ee individuals do mt use otters as mmn& 
to an sE^i as means to satisfy their desire for dooi- 
nates or subsilaaioii* 

iflating these three kinds ffif individuals to 
n teMevemont* ©n® discovers that a person wte tries 
for and etij^s a sense of having ^ne a good Job i *3 
not significantly interosted in dominatinn otters* 
mr does te eacpeet or like to be dependent upon them* 
im Is not Interested in pmpiLe as tools for seeking 
satisfaetion of 4xmimm& and/or suhraission* 3ue!i 
kind of a perten estatlistes a eooperativ® pattern of 
rfdationship with those in the enviromient* Aa ;^inst 
this* an individual with low n Aehlevimeiit is such 
interested in otters as tools for getting tetlsfaotion* 
Be then enjoys beiii^ dominated bf others* He wants to 
overpQw€^ others* He varies on the antreE^s of the 
dosdnanm • sobudlssleii tentisteii* Indivi^als with 
high n Aekdeaeateiit nay tteerefore te distributed in tte 
norosl b«il*stepsd fatt«m elor^ the dtedinate# * sub* 
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mlssioii tisdla* Oi% th® other Imnd t!»»80 ^io are 3.09 
on a Aoh may a M-ioocial diotrlhutioa of tht« 
mmmmrn 

In Tiew of this, it naa Ijypothesir^.ed that 
the IndlvidiAaXa sGoritit^ hXijh on ja Ae Mevemerat i?ouXg 

aoore log on m mmmr@ of doaiiianee "-gulmigeion# aii4 
via® yersa * 

AS a f^msnra of d^nanoo • ^taiaeion* it 
i^s abided to use the QmXttQmXm F soaXe* 

Matenaloii B s Iitdiyidael*BCRri2t»n5!@nt tleXations* 

An inSfylduaX'* s truns^tiofis with Ills snrizon- 
meat are mas^mdly ^ dii!iet3miO!i embodded in 

the yariabXe of fsustxmtion* l<hmstxmtion Is m situs* 
tion in iMeh « personas motivated |Olan is p»rrent€Nl 
fsfoa rmehing a state of oonmiiraaittion* It was assumed 
that frustration be yiewed as an antlolpntory 
rsaotion foXXowin^ a g^oal settir^ situation* As s^n 
as an indiyidkisX fonasXat^ a goal to be attained* hs 
introdaoes into it Ms ji^st suoo«n»s€ns mwSt failures* 
fins* reaetion to the goal at any glyen tim is 
in the fosm of ameseas and failure wMoh tbs indiyi^M 
brisks into foregrauiM on t&si basis of Ms past 
rienoimi* If Ms sttaiinmimts hoys Imd a 

i^ffieisnt slum of smi^suia* ^ aMisipates mmmm 
in Ms nsw saSssysur if Ms past tesperisnse htm 

had fsshbsat I^Hs^mi* he wemid isqi^t Itttls meemm 



in 'h$M nttnining 2t «»« fusthiir 

13^4 iisn fniiarn® fruntimtinn in ttm 

In tilt mntmt nf m it mm 

tl»t iiNlifiiitiilt irlit Mgli nn if itridtd in pijint 

ti^tir « f d^lMNonttniiied gnaPlii*^ xnng^t 

nf 4iffiffiilty nmS tlitn siS }«3t in(p«rl«i«s« 
fmiXwtmrn Tlii« it «&m 

191131 iimiMKis, 29S3* 1904| Ftnthtr, i934| mith, i9«S) 
rmim^ in Indiiri^^ls 

«it& 1#» » m%t nn ntibtr ^tnd# istS a tansasej fa 
sat tnait gnnlt «M$li tSTt aitiN^r ten taiij or too 
4Lif£'iouXt to ioNl«in»* f]^ MA not %l^» ol»taiii a 
of iMoMofmont* It mm tfsmgtA tiait tturntmtl^n ooul4 
tteroforo a attofnX mrlalsilo for oon^orlni 

tlio OfxtroM gfoopo on a 

of ilHi rartouo iii4io«ii of l^otmtlon «n«li at 
tJNp iistoasitr of fffmtnitioii* fmotratton tolor^e^ 
mw& Tmmtimm to fmotimttoii# it «a« to ooloot 

tt# smitioao to ffastrotloKi m mm inOoic; fOr ots^^ss 
tINi iisdtriioitlo oooring tifli oni %tm on & i^Monmitt* 
It oiui tlMt iJaooo too t|^«i Of poriOtMi mmX4L 

wmm% tiffor^atlf to fmotriitiiig mpmsirnmmmm 
siooo ft pmmm mm M^h m. m joli «ot Mm 
tuMoli vtnro ioi&oratii^ Otlfio^t to oolslooo* 3o fnmiO 
toaS to fttsoio tlfti olNiifti^Lfto lio mamm mmm ot^llo 
iumMmg toiiffiftift tite SOftH* o pi»^a oitit too a oeli» 
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on other hendt* is least with a satis* 

faetloa of attainpionrt!# he maty tend to attribute failurs 
to Ms inability to attaist ff^ther timn to his inabi- 
lity to sot the ri^iht kind of .'jofil# 

It ms postulated tr.Tt f^b’ects aoorini high 
oa B Achlcy si aQn t sould _tend t o r oast 
obstael g -doaiaanse type of re aot iona whereas ego* 


defonsir© rs»otioiis 

r - -'I' / t Tf ii m siS w i ii i iwiir r w» : 3 p s<> iw ' utt ‘< ( wsi > itai WM i V »M» j»>i# -r '' M4rzH»«vioswu^ 

low ea n AeMersBteat* 


cfjaracteriae tiiose who ware 


lodras P*y. Study* was used to tost this 


hypothesis^ 


Maasnsioa Q i 2:^0 il««w0ur®> 

If a person's e^o eaa bo sonoaiwed as tl^t 
part of personality whieh mediates botweea Ms ititiKP* 
aal aisd mXmtmJ, prwssures and teiisioaa thea the ego 
of high and low a should ho or^nized aloag 

different priinoiidlos* .txi indlridual's Inteiaetioiui 
with Ms aowlroaseat are determined tsy two m&tn fas- 
tore* one io his etaluation if the speolfio target 
in the enriroameixt to whioh he roasts and the oth^ 
is the eml^tion of Ms own self* The emluatioti 


of Ms self is gaiihsd tgr Ms past oapcrienoes. TMs 
sMf^ewaluatloei ptlaye an is^rtaat role in organising 
Me as well mm Ms relatloiai with the 
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aiSGi>pt&n 0 o or rejection oi the target or the gonl to 
he aohlered* It follows then tiiat the individual with 
a ftra and unified self-ooms!@pt would approochi 
select and deal with Me goals differently tl®n tijs 
one whose ideas shout Ms own self are not crystallized* 
4« EiSfitioned In the b^inMng of this Chap- 
ter* permiim high on n AeMercDent hare a tendency to 
or^Mze thsmselwee in terms of goals and sub-goals* 
Their aensitiTity to th« etirixonnent functions in 
terms of the targets to be hit* Tlnse with low n 
j^MevMieat are not goM.-oriented and target-centred* 
Th® two types of individuals my therefore differ 
along the dlmensioa of ego vMeh rmy be meemred by 
tMi variable of self-evaluation* 

It was predicted tisat the s elf c onc ept of per - 
oQiia with high a A&h would be more unified a nd 
iategerated m» omsmxed to tiat of pe reoas wit h low 
a 4eh » Te be wore apmsific the dleerepaaey eecnres 
(ebtMned by subtrsetiag the m%%m ea private self 
f r^ the ratii^ on eeeial self) ef high a Ach itidivi- 
diteils* would be lewear then the eorrespeading seeres 
ef the mm e 3 low eaonitt of a Ach* 

It m» fhrtlMsr that iitdiwi<tails 

pessMsmins Mgh a JAh wiMld ea the iidhole have lower 
mmm radliais«> wmmm w% we espeets^ tMe rMa- 
timMl# wwt that pmam «i» ere high on n AftMewimenl, 
with a nmw te steidli^ fear of f eiisBre and Inereesing 
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tiw of 8@as« of aehienromnt* «oald tend to 

sot ttp their gCHiP.s la pswportion to tlieir sbllltlss. 
ftey soold prefer to err oa the safer aid© ander- 
estimatis^ tficmselres* 

The S©lf*0oneept Scale developed hy Slaha 
end Singh (sif^h, 1965)* was to ohtain a E^sar® 

of this ‘^rlal^e* 

DlB^B^oa B t Ci^ort-^Dlae^sfort. 
laliTl<luals who esB^ase in n goal»ori®nt©d 
aotirity and feel oonfideat of attalalaj the goals 
may eaperi€m®e different @soti(%E»%l states, ineludln^ 
a state of eusaiety* .^ajciety, howerer, would he more 
oharaeteristio e£ a i^surotie individual* 

In ease amiety orerposers an indiri^hial, it 
siiaply sm!» that he is not sure of attaiisihi the 
goal# fhe fear of failure (f Sailure) Is greater than 
the need for su^eea (lie) in saoh an individual* 

A person who is generally arecieus would find 
that aiKKisty as an snotional state p«svad«i his goal* 
diraetsd aetivities* fils dstsrainea a kind of liosie 
attiiide i^th eMdh he w^d look at things and orga* 
fldas MmmSUtrn the esKioae person eneouragae the 
inflneae® of dsaht Client attaining hla goal* tlm non- 
asaioiis lyadiwiiaai* wa the otl^ hand* reason- 

ably emMAm aiMSst Ids gca^ attatiioeiits* 


*aa4' 
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Th@ person w!io hoe high n Aeliieireraeiit le the 
one wlio has m c^aiBum tmie of failure for the ein^e 
rmaoa that he sets hi© goals which are of cioierato 
iiffiimli^ snS are thuie oertain to he acliioirea* Thia 
ia mt 80 in the moo of an individual who is low on 
n A&h* lie oate hla goalo which are on tlm estrema of 
the dlffi<mlt;sf*seal 0 * M either has no fear of failure 
or hm too much of it» 

It taajr then be postulated ti«at Ofuciet;^ and n 
jUshiereiitent wotsXd be imrerselaf relati^ to each other* 
f!iat ia* tfidirt^alB ae^rine high on a hoW.mmmn% would 
806 re lew on amaatre ef anriety and rice totm * 

Sinha Self* 4 n&lyaia Worm*mLm aeldot^ 
aa a atM^Eure of ansciai^* 


tm RcmsciMCH nw tat co»^^!n,ATiB 

" m-yrrnmmm^' 


Is atpite of the pracisiony objootlvit;;^* and 
oimmsie»Mlity that ehamet^ise seat of the obieottwe 
mmmirn of peraonalitr* there ia atlll a good aeg* 
meiid^ o€ the pe:»9Noaftlit;sr atxuelhire which is 
mUy to the projeertiwe siethoda peinsonality aaaea#* 

It is sot the ^i^atios ^ which of the ob^ectlvo 
tm the px^oetiwo aijproeehie is m better mqr of undor* 
atesdiag p«n»»aelitjr e^^pljr beeeuee both of these 
eeeMaro ;peteoshlil^ «t two dlffaareht levele* Qm 
ie the iMMMt <dt emieeieee f^o^ottleg where the taiiwidisial 

♦This test is described in detail in Chapter 3. 



58 

t® mmre qS iteit Im is* The otlior ta the level of 
t1i« 4 ^« 3 nitioii of tb® uinoons^ious* The individual is 
mti^&teiy or et X^st eomUlermhly oblivious of this 
tfaost of Me '^reomXtty* Both thssa lovers sro 
aupplsmsntavy to meh otiior aitd are ummoary for a 
ocMsi^rsltafuiive understatiding of on individual*® per» 
isiaetlity mye^m* 

moaget the vartems saro4©etlve teats of per- 
soaedity* the RorflN»haoh Xah Blot Teat and the Th^matia 
%pare^tion Test are of great Iriportanoe asid value 
iiuiofar as both of the® ai® at studying personality 
as a whole uhlike saai^ other tests (suoh as the Rosensweig 
riotur© frustration study or th® Sentence Coir^^etioa 
Tost} whioh are devised to bring forth a specific area 
of bohavionr* 

Th© Horsohaoh fast provides an assessmnt of 
poraonalily by bringing out its varimis ooi^onents 
and the way these are interr^tM aeong th©®salv^» 

It is a test of the stxucibatr© of peoreonality ond the 
bdanes that exists between the eogsitive and the 
affective dimasiens of personalia system* 

on the i^hnr isiiid* the Thematic i^pei^septioa 
Test provite iafoimaticn in re^rd to the psychodyiia*^ 
aie eoatsat of the p«reonality» It is precisely an 
aveaae to aadorstond tbs thssght pro^ss^i nn& fantaigr 
of an tadteidhadl oad the in whtoh these are 
ianwmod If mm exgni^aed ar^ad the sttolono of e^seds 
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mM dmixm of ths 

It mk& with thewd oonoideratioi^s in idLud 
tlist the Hosm^lsioli Test and the were ua^ in thia 
atady« In addition to th© speoifle dineneioi^ outline 
ta the pTmMin^ seetion and the teats used to maaaure 
thesi* it was aHm deolded to adminiater these two testa 
oa the suh^eets* This -ma done with an expectation 
tlmt since the need for AcMesreoent is »ot wBT&ly a 
superficial elmraeteristio of personality, hut a speei* 
fio and sigaifleaiit dineiisioa of hehawlour carrying with 
it a definite style life and a way ^ lookii^ at 
things, one eould anticipate that the people with 
varying aacunt of need £m MMmfmmnt should 
project thmmUvm differently on these em^T^hBrntte 
and wiIti<^imaaslonal saMuaires of personality* 

The speeifie hypotlw^M denn^oped in regard 
to both these tests imtB m follows* 

Tins nmmtmn tm mm rmt 

la line with the ohserfattone MsClellaad 
and others Cl^leUand ^ al. iWiZ) tbs folloidLng hy* 
potheees were poetBdlated t 

(i) !%e indiwlduals with a Mgh eeuatni of need 
tm hwssuse of a greater task 

iJsrelYeseiit wanld glee sere of approach 
reiigtensee (s a^ flQ and a Xmmm mmisme 
ef the eeetdeigt wm^e^mm W tfeen t ■.-‘-h 
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-tAni tr@r9 Xzm on the n MUimemmA, 

SkM 

(ii) fh® pereoas seoirlaj hi-ih on tlie ae®i 

Ml'A&tmkent give a larger mmh@T of 

v/*8, r@fl€fctir^ tliotr indifferefHJ® 

tomx^s cooTerttlGiiaXity^ mn& ooosarTatiffia* 

It s^atlonod berm that bae&us® of 

th» noa-aTailahiXity of tha detail® aboot 
the popttXar re^iK^iiaea on the Eoreoheeh Teat 
1® Indian odiMltioiia« it ea® not posailile to 
ocHapare the erit^rion gxmpm in tems of 
the naa^pofalar w^e* 

Ciii) Beeauae of a greats msount of nneertaiaty 
and inaomirity* anbjeots trho poseeesed a 
low maseint of n mM&wmmn% weald gite aere 
S'® and Bdl’e* 

Total pco^aetiwlty on the Borselmeit ia indtoa* 
tiirt of the lerel of intellig«^n<^ and aoeial adj^atneott* 
both of aMeh are likaiy to be r^dated to a i^Ma7em<ait» 
It waa agoegifaal that the aabjeeta with a Mgh awed for 

iiirtrirriinnipnwnwiiiwiMi>wHniT>riiin[riWii"i‘i|ii wri TrrnTH t" i — rirn — ■ , ,... n ■-rriinfc imrmmrfif iurnp* i»rrri«iTi'i rf<mn ii iT i Hf i tiiin th m r nffr - i nr i n- r'iii>MiiPin innnf— —— — 

tei^eveaeait wonld BBPOdaee a gre»ter nabber of raiipeiawea 
than thoee were lew ea a Mh » 

It waa Itirtlier l^npotlieeiaad that oonaiateedi 
with the^ SwasNaaE^tion idth the e^roaoh reaetiomit 
mmtmm with a ^^ih need for ^htwpea^ weald yeoreeent 
a rieii Mm&m life iwi aa In^w^raiwe of pmt»9" 
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oallty by ginag an 35 > G a g>erl© ace T?ialaace . 

la of a idealist lo yolat to noMp miataioad 
tadiyldtoaXe with a high a AoMo ymaat aidi peisc ns. were ecp a> 
tod .fea give a aosml relatiOiSsMp feot^yesa the eotiniatad 
oapaeltios Q,m tbo Imel of aspiration Indii^tedl toy 
tbs w I M ratio { Kiopf «r, 1945) * 

THB YHEEilTIC ft7~-PmO!^riO!l TFST 

The TAf» ft m^fturft of fantasy t prorides an 
insiglit into tbs priratft sorld of an Indivi^al* Tbs 
sards assd for tbls s^dy sere t (a) 1 (tooy tbs 
riolisOl 3 BII for males (iiiddlsd firpira with a 
rsrolirsr on tbs floor)* for males and 3 GF, (a wofsaa 
ftitb donmoast imt4i with an ana strstebed formrd against 
a soodsa f1U»or)| (e) 5 BE (a ato^t aldsrly isoioftn and a 
man) for isalss* and 6 GF (a soman on %tm mt& looking 
at an older i^» with a pipe in Ma mmth) for faaailess 
(d) B BM (operation ssens) for aalfras* and 3 GF (a st^san 
looking at aaotber soman nzimiag along a toeaob) for 
f ariosi (o) IB E (lisFpiioaia soanel for malai* and it w 
(portrait ^ a youi^ soaan wMXtt a setiN! old soman ia 
grimoiag in the baokgxtmnd) for fisialea; (f) IS Mf 
(a yoos^BESB iH.tb dosniMni^ biHtd besides a sofstn lyiiii; in 
b#d)t Cfl fedlbeneNtla ^ a msn or soman i^lnst a 
1^r%M sd^s%*« tf HI (a laOnid asn olii^iig to a 
rspo in tbs sat aHiMsg ap or eoaing dosti^ for 
i»idla saijsi^iy and if m (a bri^e mme sat^* a gir^ 
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losing 9TGr tlto wiling, and tall 'buildiaja and 
figuraa of m@n in tlw Itaefe^irouttdl for the fomailaat 
and CD 1S> C«iried picture of doud formtioim over- 
txanging a saow-eorered oeMii)» 

i 

The rague nature of tJsc tat cards require an 
Ittdlridtial to define tte eticulus situation. Ohriously, 
he Bdeets ecartaln portions of a picture which he 
Btruetures and in doing so he reresla his Mhitual 
modes of reections to aissilar situations in real life. 
iimxst ItSS). 

Since the TAT atori^ in tisio study were analyaed 
swfoording t© the ©ccrln® e^stSEi dweloped hy vorhaus 
CIS'S!)# the hypetl^ee were formulated folJoirii^ this 
scheme* 

In tensw of the Ways of muidlir^ lieterlal# it 
wee e^oct^ that thm indiwii^Bls with a high need for 
Achiewemerit would produce m g reater aaaaber of etoriee 
w ith a y«elietie tfewwe# of a dyaaaElo lanp^e# aad lengttar 
with acre awl^itienBi {iMwaaatae of heing more €MbNMitiwe> 

’ and a lesaer egacuat of amlii'TOleaee either on t h e part 
cf the mxmt m <mt the central fi^im* 

in regard to the prenneiling mood of the etory# 

%rwi » 

n mm fhrtiiap «^e«M that 





©artroimoiat* th.® stariee iSi’yea hy thff ;rau;; with high 
a Mh mmld pr edeHstaaBtly s!h3w sasioi snd family rela- 

IW i ln ii i iia inTW#TT m * <‘<ltrni i '~‘‘‘i rtTT"rtfiYiiwtffr'‘i T‘*f-M'-' i wi i TMniir i wir i f i friniii i Tt i f* ^ f rr o - t Tr ®¥ rT rt i i n r rwi-rrirmT t rr^ ai amrii -- r i f^T-urrm i TT wi 't i -r- ^ r-^ rrrtfTTrni i- ^ 

tlaaaliigg &nd aould also pereeiT® tho situntisn as 

WWillWWI llM'r*l»ii (Ill i *il IIIIIIII I II >j W< I III < I |>|P » 1 .0 ^ ii i i r > fflSw - > . '■»n>i ■ m u - ^<a;^w-A < i 

fayouga'biQ in yed a tloa to th® central Figure • 

mSL tlnslly, la to th® qualities 

aseri1»e4 to th® Osatral FigorSt it tsas antieipatsd 

tb® tradta lilai aiaMtteua aadi eaoooas fi il voaM to 
eog® fareqaeatly attrttaitsg to tlm pgatral fitpar® la the 
ato giea of tho gersot m ®ith a Mgh mmxnt of ao®^ 
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BEeiSg Of 3T0DY 


fti» aiM of all itaamTeh is to disoo^er fuiae* 
tiotsal i^attortsMps ar^ag a set of Tasiatilea* 
patlng m oom®otioii« tltoss Tarlat^ee are slassi* 

fieO iato its® iiMlopendsfit aad the depesnSeat Tsriablas* 
ffas f&smr esxa trsatsd as the oausal viurtaMaa wMle 
ths latter raagr 1>s krmm as the effeet-tariahles* The 
tS^iiMil ifltfsst Igatiofi inTolees a staOy of the varla- 
tioits so too la the Oepei^ent meuriahles as a fuTustloa 
of the gsadied variatioi^ Intzoiluoed hy the i*@seare}%e^ 

In the in^epeinclefit vaviahles* The teasts of the seien- 
tiflo irigoisur z«i|tiirs that the giren tnarialdes he 
legated mtiA eontsoHeil as far as praetiimhle , and not 
aa far as peiaiihla (Msiisr* 30§i) • Tl:^ proMea at 
isolating and eoatrolliiig of rariahles offers less diff i> 
aaltj^ in «sise of tSis disorate rariahles than if one 

J 

were dealing with the teHsntlnaims wariaMes* This is 
heoaase the disarete rariahles provide olear^eat 
hetiiiAaries and tJbae the aatioipat4i^ fanatieiml rSlatioa^ 
iMpa ooiild he verified hgr rating the cnit^poiiits ef 
the iaiepMwit variahlee and those of the depend^t 
▼arialil«i«, e*g« rdtationahip between sex aM the 
assdmwMp ef an iMnpiainition* If » howerer* oi» is 
intereatei in the sex and the lerdl of adjnstment or 
asacietp* mm mmiA It in two waps t either to 

leapt the wnorlaMee watte^herhed mm atadjr the relationei^ 
hfr teehi^<p^ or to introdaoe 
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eui-points in »ne or both of th© Tariablee^ in the 
latter* it oonl^S be a eowerilent teelmlfu® to divide 
the proseae® of th© Indepenc^ent v-iriabl® Into two 
®ctreae@ * high and low, ond to study whotlierr 

the siiimnt of the di^ndont variable see different 
in these two eoetraaea. Tliie Qtm mljlit divide the 

into the ti^ gxmips* one with high ad^lustcsent 
and the other with Ian? adjustsent, and see if t'lea® 
two gnhipa varied in tli© level of tl^lr asrciety* Tl^a 
teehEiiqne of fUnettonal relationships is more co^'v^o^. 

K'vwvo^ aa the aethod of erltertoa smilyais* The 
fore^r ms^ be teneid mm the mmtM. of eontinoous simlysis. 
fhe osefhliiess of tlmmm two net bode ie relhitiv® to 
(e) the probleii one is interested in, Cb) the ease with vjV'tV, 
the verinblee eotild be eoi^^taeily d^NTlned* esd of 
eourse, Co) the svailebtllty of ths ateaeurlng devlees* 
fhe oeedit for developiiilS the nethod of mpt*- 
terton enelpsis sayr be giv^ to BSrsemiSc ti^SO)* who 
ehowed that it was e embinsition of tl»s h^^tliettioo* 
dedaotive esithod end the feotor analyeis* ^hett^r or 
not it ia »o is aoieething outside the scope of the 
preset writings It hse* however* stood the test of 
iiait as Shawn the rs#«roh<Ni that followed# "‘i^erono 
pen^natlitp etadNiee have bees eoad^ote^ along t^ 
sedel of eriteriaei greaps* Ce«g«i» ddorso ^ I9i^, 

«§ i^^^aeea et ltd®* ai^th, 

imi • m tide »a^M* mm mg^rnrn bp seieetiiiE m 
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poet»2&atlxig a specified variaM© and obtains a meaauro 
of this Tariahia on a group of subjects. The latter 
are then diTided into two groups possessing a high 
and a low mmaunt of the rariahle in question* The 
criterion groups# thus forrsed# are administered various 
measures of the hypothesised corr^ates of the criterion- 
variable*. This reveals how far iSMSh of the dependent 
variables is a function of the criterion variable* 

In the area of sooial researoh* the 3»sthod of 
oriterion analysis is used in the eontrastii^ sample 
design* ^The rationale of the contrasting sasgyle 
design is that the effects or eorrelates of a variable 
thought to be i{iq;>ortant ean be aaost clearly seen if 
situations are st»idied which provide the greatest 
esrIreiBes in the presence of this indeperi^ent variabl#.* 
(Csnpbell and Katomi# 19SS* p*24) » 

In line with the researches by Crroesbech Cl9i8) 
and Kartire (193d) » the present study too was conibieted 
the method of criterion analysis* Slrst* a i^asare 
of need for dohiersnest was obtained from a group of 
eoib Jests* ?bfl@r were t^vn olassified into two extrones s 
oi^ wMsh weui high on n ieMevesMBaat and the other which 
was low on it* The criterion gre^ps thus fom^ were 
administered vnrieus sasuHuree of tlm hypothesised per- 
somlitr eorretates of the need for mMm&mmt t the 
OslifotKln t the Theaatie i^perseption test* 

i$mii mm* i* W er S mm. er mw» mm or Sdf , 

$m «r UK»« llHf* t4» mm mt mA i9) • the »ez^ 
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mhmh Ink lilot T®8t* the fsisthe vfmA* Self-Aaalysla 
fttvm {Btnlmw Th© f*cal©» (Sinha 

aad Singh, 1985), aikS tte ’ladrae P«F stufiy (ilathayya, 
1981) • 


FOBMATIQI 0.r 2m CSIT^^IOS SHO tT^S 

A euitalile test &t n eaa seeded 

fQT forming the erlterion groups in this study. There 
mere meror tests to ehoose fr^, euoh so the . oCleHaul* a 
TdT, (MloClsilXaiiS «t 1@5S) , the Menrda lersormO. 
Pref^renee Sehedule, CMearda, 1954), the Inaight Teat, 
(fresmh, 1958), end the Qrephie Expression feat, 
(Aronaon, 1953)* 

Zt wm deoided to use the dmphio Expression 
f^t (Aronnon, 191^) for olasaifying the suhjeeta into 
the extreme groups* Tim details of this test are as 
felloes* This test use seleoted maihly heeeuse it 
takas less time than the tfeCleUand* s TAf meamire of 
n and hsing aon-r«e1m0l« reduees the anxiety in 
the sahjeets* Aaothsr tmmn for saleoting the draphio 
Ihcpression Tost sus its validity when oorr^ated with 
ths ^oeaelland*s Test CAroi^n, 19S8)* 

mtMMW mmmBWM tmst 

TIds dssi&i^^ AroniMin (19S8) aimed at 
prosiftiiS ft asft>>inseM> aamirs the i&sed for i^hisvo- 
most* It wm dswised to or^s^ao the diff iaultios 
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tnvoXired in teste of n&e& /anbievmmnt in 

eMoh the pBriomaxme of the eahjeote wm affeotedi ^ 
their rerhoX fXoeoo^ sod aXso the aiaouat of amciety 
wMoh wasm of tfma. es^erienoed In the teete situation. 
Bith these emrlahles irsaeXy the verhal flueooy and 
the teet anxiety tended to Xofrsr down the ti doMeeeraent 
soores of t3^ auh4^ts« 

The initial darelOfe^nt of the teat doee not 
sem to have emerged out of any theoretioel fraae of 
reference# MeoT&im to mrnmnn, ’•There eere no parti- 
cular hypotheoeo eoacerni*^^ the relation of a Aohiere- 
fsent to g^mphie express ion# The design of tide aiaidy 
aae to discover esopirlcfil relationships hstween n 
iehieveetent aiMl various nodes of graphie eocpresslon, 
and th^ to teat tbs validity of these relationehipa 
in eeve:^ exo as- validating grcaipa* After administering 
the teet to Qrcmp X» the d:im«ings of tim iS mhjeeta 
above median n Aehievement eo^e and of the i& halev 
the atadiaii a Aohievemaitt i^ore sere segregated# A 
eenteat analyais ima them par^oaemed* !•##• the draidLage 
sere earefttHy examdo^ for differences between thm 
’highs* a»d the *le«w* « The major disti^stioa per- 
eelved wee that the drawings of tIm * highs* eontaii^ 
a priQimiidersaaM of sini^e* mnattashed# disorete linos# 
wMIs thsss of ths *lews^ so^ad more ov«?laid» fnasier^# 
{jn50®mi^% i®i&f p«SSgJ * 
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VALIEIff Of XilE 

Ttoe Graphic Bapression Tast wli«n corrected with 
the :.^a©13.aiid* s TM on four (jyoupa of eutojcets ( Aron- 
son, 19S8) 7 ie 2 .dedi ooeffieiento of eorrelation between 
%im TAt and the P-F seore on the irrsphic -xpreaslon Test 
of the iralue of *51 {jg4«0S), . 34 , and .33 (£<C*01) for 
three groups* The mmber of ^se® in each ;*ro!ip being 
18, SI, and 75. The eoefftoient for tlie reoalning group 
(n « 26) m *27 {jg>*05). 

In the same study, when tested for the internal 
oonsietenoy it was found that out of the twenty coeffi- 
oients of oorreXation between the earious indioea of 
graphic esspressioa, m many as fifteen were In tlie pre- 
dicted direotlo!! and of thime nine were statietioally 
signifioant* 

\ihm the diacrete-fhe^ sooree of the graphio 
expression wore oorrelated with the perforo^anoe on the 
Xcweil soramiblad word feet (Aronf^n, 1958) the eooffl- 
eiesdi of eorrelation wee *30 (£><* 05 )* Thie ima alight* 
ly Mgher than the seOation between the Xew^l* s feat 
and the fAf measure of need for .AchtoreEaent, namely, 

*46 Cj^<4>5)* 

ViLIPITy Of TM GRAPHIC KPR^IOH TEST If 

tm pREssif Brnsmsm t 

prewiiKt study* as n^ntleaed ssrlier usai 
the fXT m one of t^ dependent irariablea* the 

aedLeeted tn^deS and IHgH aXmm Slnse %hmm 
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wer® %}m Qmu utiea ?a80 fery '*cCXellaad ^ ^ (1953) 
as a TOaaure of oe^ Achiereiisnt* it m® ooasiderc^ 
wortlwhii® to diooo^sr wiictl':er they® w^s rela* 
tiansMp testweea tii© i)-]*' sooyes on the Jrsraphie £xpyoseion 
?«st and th® a AoMoraraeat seor® on thea® t«i T-vi' 
cards wiisa scored ae^rdins to the Vi^leXXand* s t©eh- 
alQa® {System c* in llcGlalla^ ©t al, 19SS| • 

1}^ mmlsey of ^ses arailaM® to study tMs 
relationship ms 1S« This ims because out of the 
totaX iiar^e of dS oases for this s^dy* 18 maXes sere 
eXassified as the subjects sith Mgh n Achievement 
aeoordiag to the l>»P seorea* iloyeover* the ©syrespoadifig 
cards used for ilie f^saX® subjects, mmed-y 7SF mn& 

SQF do not mwsmm any achicvaKiiit imagery in tltm 8u1»-^ 
Jcets« Therefore, tte 7AT stories of the female sub* 
Jeots were act soored for n Aohieveraent- 

Ttm ooefficimt of oora^ation batmen the 
diaorete*fnss^ scores and tine a Ach scores on too TAT 
cards (TIM and SSifi} of thme iS sales ses fouisi to be 
»iS The relatioiiship* though in tt^ predic* 

ted direction, sea statistimXXy indgnlfieant* 

T^ reamns for the loo mrreXation sem to 
lie maisly in tl^ instructions girsn for writing the 
TAT storim, and in the sai^ maber mf the sample* 

As has hirsad^ b«M«i polfited out* TAT sas not used 
in this slsi^ for the forustioa of sriterioa groups* 

it saai used to find out shetlisr the persosOXity 
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l«tt@3?n iby thia test diacrisiziated betweea the 

mibjeets scoring high and low on the Aronson*® test* aon- 
seqaoittiy, the inatrustio^ia for writing the stories in 
response to XriT cards sere along the ones need hy l-^rray 
(194S) g to writ® as dratastic a story a® poesihle 
not the ones used by !! 0 Cleilaaa «t ja C195S) to writ® 
in t®z!!i® of 8 set of four questions* 

fhe instruction® used hy ??Urray (1943) read as 
folloss t 

" X 88 tpting to show you soiae picturas* one at 
a time* it is your tosh to tall me the story of 
this pictur®o«>wliat is ha^eising at the im:»nent» wimtt ar® 
the peo]^® feeling and doings shat led up to this* end 
how will it 04NS® out* Zn sijortt you m&'m up a dmssatic 
story about ®aeh p£oture» m^eaJdini your thoughts as they 
oora®**«*{]^rray» 1945)* 

an the other hand* the instructione used by 
^sCl«llaiid ®t C 1935) were in terms of tl:® foll^ing 

questions* 

i« is Ix^peiiii^ ? Who ar® the pen^iw 

S* *What bem led tip to this eltuation— that is* 
what has hi^e!^ in the past 
5« *what is bdAm tl30ug;kt*->wlmt is santed ? ly 
when f 

4m *1dnt will haps^ ^ Wi^t will don® 
CllB£^<^laad ®t al * i^5* p«355)* 
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'aIi@ givfvr; ior ttio TAT 

©t&rie© ia th© praeeat study were as follows i 

•’This is a test of idagination* I an goif^ to 
&lmw you SOSO pictures oae at a tirae and your task will 
be to sake a story, as drawntle as pooaiblo, about each 
of the pictures, t escribe {!) ""ftfst has 1^ up to the 
m&txb sliown in the picture; (2) v;hat Is happeaiai at 
the doiseati {S) ^7h®t the characters are feelimt; and 
thinking, and {4) v hat will bo the outoooe, jspresa 
your thoughts as ths^r <oam& to you, jfou will be hatring 
about fire miautes to write ^oh story*" 

',?Ml«i studying the effects of inetruotional 
euee on the process of writinti; stories, McClelland ^ 
(1951$) found that wtien th^ TAX ime described as a 
^t@st of ersittire iatelXigenoe'* , the subjects were mo- 
tirated "to write correct . Intelligent storlesi that 
is, writing a good, intelligent-souading story wsis 
apparently perceited as Instmaetital to the attainment 
of an aoMereaent goal* The result was a gerunral 
freezing up of tlui Imgiintire oontent of the stories 
with auaercus quel if ieat ions indi^tlni the uncertainty 
of eubjocts as to luw to do w^l at the task in order 
to Micceed** (i^^elland e| i95S, r*^i0-2li} , 

It SiMiai, in the present research too, the 
sahleets were guided atainly by the initial sentence 
of tim iaatoiotiowi s •!% is a test of l»glnatioa*, 
imUl tbutf %ma6m& to soasentrate en ns draw^tic 
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a aa possible, it my, therefore, be oonoluded 

safely that la tMs stuily the low coefficient of 
oorrelatlofi between tlie scores and tli® scores 
does not oullify the validity of the .Aronson’s test. 

In addition to the instructioiiQl <mes, tiie 
snmll sise of the saople taay be anot^ser reason for tluB 
low coefficient of correlatioiu rue to the sax: variable, 
the fAl scores of the a Mh on f^sale subjects were 
mt ewailable for inclusion in the eonq^tation of the 
coefficient of correlation. 

In ispite of being insignifiesnt, the coefficient 
cf correlation was found to be In the ©aspect ed direc- 
tion. 

d»i’fisTi?Afio?i m Tm tfstj 

The photostat copies of the two fibres of the 
Test of the sise S* x 8* were shown to the subjects 
for lm& seoofids { appro jEinatelyi* They were given 2 
nlnates to draw each figure on a sheet of drawing 
paper (8J* x li«). 

The adffiinistxmtion of the test was done in 
groups rasying in sis# frm S to 5 subjects at a tisoe. 
The instrs^tioas giv«a were essentially th^ same as 
in ihrotsios {itS9* p«2Si). 

mmtms 

flMi fldparSNS drawn br thi subjects were scored 
asceadini tn the ufoten dewhlciped bf Arem^n fitSd) In 
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tesms of all the cate^j^ries, mvxQly^ (a) rise rot e-i^ias^y, 
CbJ Spaee, (c) Msiional Ooafiijuratloai, (d) ij-sisaped,, 
aod {@i lulti .;aira« 

/iltl'KHxgh the ftr^uros drawa were soored in terns 
of all the ^ronaoa eatoejories, the format loa of the 
extreme cjroups was done on the basis of riscrete-fUzKy 
Cis-F) seor© only, because the !VF seore oorrelatetl 
highest with th© TAT aaasuro of n 4ohl©ireciont (Aronson, 
1958)* and also because the ’^F score was found to be 
a !!a»r® valid meamare of n AchieveEjent than the other 
Aronson cat^ories (Pn^Clelland* 1961 J • 

Tim CaiTITlIO'T GROUPS s 

Th® ihW scores of the goibjeots are given in 
Table 8*1. The scores ranged free *58 to ?5 for males* 
In case of femles, scores ranged from »Si to 71* Tto 
means were 18*8? (malssl and 18*25 (foBialesj* The ax>*8 
were 19*40 (males) and 18*60 (finales)* (see Table 8*2) « 


TttVlm 8*1 

DIS-miOTlOW OF THf ThW acoiFs 


scores 


K4iir’ 

«>***7t 

2 

1 


1 

0 

60 #«#60 

1 

0 

00 

0 

1 

80*»*l^ 

4 

4 

20 « **4^^ 

10 

1 


It 

10 

8*** 9 

m 

14 

♦28 • • *•‘1 

14 

17 


9 

11 

Siva Aifcdl 

t 

8 


2 

1 
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TaMe S»2 




SB A'm q VAurr^ 
B-r SCOflES 

OP Tm 

If L SB 


i^es 

Femlea 

Mean 


1S*87 

19*25 



i9»40 

is*€0 



<*@•96 

16*54 



-7»71 

10.75 


Figiix^ i a!»w8 tim distxilsatioii of IVF aooros 
for maisB «*»S fesal©®* Both the di«tri'h%itiO!%ti ar® 
aliaoot normal* fh® soore® of the niale® are howsver 
more wiialF diatrihntodi timn those of the femles* 
C^ires ropreseatlng: tl^ I>»F soores of the tmih.'feots are 
giren in Figure 2« 

oriterion grmi^s sere fortaed on basla 
of q|^ and |i»34a#s* All those aooiliiiE tmlov eere 
aaaigfiyod to the lioe n Omip and tlnia# ahora ^ to 
the High & tell 0r<mp* tha and Qg vaXaea for sialee 
mere and MM rao^eetieeljr* fhe eorrespondli^ 

«aln#e for feoalee ear® and iO*7S {tahl® S»2)« 

fha averts age of the anhjeeta oae mM jr^ra 
tnalaal mid 10,^ jraara for fanaiaa* 



f CMfives 
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tm 

mxs^le of this study (ssrialstod of 65 ^b- 
Jeots 9©loet@l froa 151 uaivsralty etudofits Ofi tlae basis 
of B-? seoroa* Xlas 151 awb^eets nere aeleoted raii^oBily 
from the Bepartaieats of I'oyoliolo.jy aisd ''iitslisb* ;lno© 
till® ifiteoasiit© study •wss to bo uestrictod to the extreme 
groups* ti 2 e larger ms seleeted froo the popu- 

lation without using the lanflom ^tiaber Tables. The 
asoeimptiofi being tl^t n .^hierawBnt, IIH:® ssost of the 
traits* mw diatrlTasted m'Simllj In the population* 

&*t of the 151 mb4eots* 88 were males and 65 
tmmlm* On the basi® of and Qg ralues of the two 
groups* the sub^eets ooastitutiitg the eatreoe group© 
were ©eleoted for intensive study* Table 5*5 gives the 
olasslf ioatioit of the subjeots in tem© of the erlt@- 
rion groups. 

Table 5.5 

pisiaiwTioH OF xm orxtwuo^ 

SROIFS 


SAI>B3 


mglt X«ew 


TOTiO. 


16 


6i 


IS 


16 


IS 
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uiimAcm-iisTiCB op cmtmio^r SROirpr^ 

Tat^e S»4 mhovtii ths distribution of th© msbJaotB 
in T&gmr4 to mm& of tli© peraoiial ■rsriables. 

Table Z*4 


s!iOJir>3 GLAiiar-’i’"!' ’ACsoit5I*13 to p' 
m ¥iU<IAT!LFS 


Variables 


lUgh 

L«m 

mgb^ 

Low 

TOTAL 

I-CA3TB 

Breibrain 


7 

7 

4 

i 

it 

Ki^iRsstba 


5 

S 

4 

s 

16 

Vaisiiira 


1 

«s 

4 

2 

7 

KshatriFo 


i 

S 

2 


a 

Klsittri 


i 


2 

4 

7 



m 

i 


ss 

1 

Hot OlT^ 


1 

s 

ss 

S 

8 

ii». wiiSa* 3 
Sobool 

'Sire. 

s 

@ 

i 

4 

SO 

Oolite 


1 

4 

1 

S 

t 

tlsiv. 


7 


11 

s 

24 

Jlot Oirefi 


@ 

a 

2 

s 

12 

Bo 

SOTC. 

7 


2 

i 

" 

U 

sstiosl 


7 

f 

7 

18 

M 

Csllsgs 


4» 

1 

S 

- 

4 

BaiT* 


i 

«• 

4 

- 

8 

lot 3iiim 


i 

4 

• 

1 

6 

ITI.FAf }«* S 

OCCIJ* 





“T^r 

fATIOB 

Mrisul^trs 

s 

a 


sw 

18 

BSSilSISSft 


2 

1 

4 

2 

t 

serviss 


$ 

7 

10 

10 

S3 

Bst 0ir)m 


S 

2 

2 

S 

10 




mmnnni 



Igf 


Bmm 


SlidS 


4*7S 

4«@G 

m* 


OF BlSfH 


^MbUlw 

s 


m 

2 

8 

[ft m 

2 

2 

4 

8 

11 

IbwqfSfft 

1 

4 

s 

8 

U 


t 

12 

t 

8 

Si 

Bit 

t 


ms 

1 

2 
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In naae of males* 14 sulijeets (7 each of 
sad low) bslonii®*^ to tljs Braimln caste* Mmaj the 
fiwaales, 4 m'b^BQts mch of tlie Mgii n Ach isroup were 
Bffa Inins* Sspisths '7ai®!Qra* 

Both in css© of males and fec:^©©* a gras tar 
number of parents of th© subjects with a high need 
^chieraEMut had a higher laral of education* 

In re^rd to the parents* occupation* in 6 
Casas mit of id s^ss with a high a ^hiarsmeffit* the 
father* s oe^pation was serrica* and in 5 eases it 
was agriculture* iaiang those with a low need for 
r^Mewssaint, S subjects out of 18 reported their father* s 
©ecupatioii as agricailture while 7 mentioned ‘•ssrwics*, 
la case of the female subjeets* orer 82 per cent ta 
both th# high and the low a 4ch groups reported *serrtce* 
as the oecupation of their father* 

the average number of elbllx^s in imse of high 
a Achievesasat gzeup was S*€® Cmalas) and 4*7S {feioalea)* 
In case of lew a Aoh group the fignres were 4*88 (malea) 
Sful 4«80. (fasnlea) * 

Moat of the sabjeeta both la the high as well 
as lew a mh gren^s had smit^ both older and 
to thaaeelvea* 


m i«dUtfted «ak% in the previeua slmpter* it was 
%e ewe foUewing teats and acales for 
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ttm l[;irpottiese8 fomilated in thl@ study* 

Cal ^inhei ^ a * SsXf-.&naXysie 

(h) fh® Sslf-Coaoept s®»l«* 

Ce) HKdxus Pieture- lustration atudy* 

C<S) Tim thsiaatic Appsresption feat* 

Cs| fits Calif ornia h\ soale. 

(f) The R&rmtmeh Znk-blot fast* 

31 SEA SSLP-AllALtBlS TOmt 

Anxisty rafors to a stats of tsnaion, &n attltuds 
of a^setano^ and a dssirs to siigags in mvm tsr,sion» 
diooliarging setivlty* AoooxsSing to sinba, ••••th® quos- 
tlon stout th® nature of snxisty, snd w^Hit asnetly 
tlw tstts lasasur® is an iitrieRte one, and it has do- 
fiod a ol«®30»<«t aawwor*, fsiaba, 196$, p*l}. 

^Aosioty is not m aach a mental disorder 
eonfinod to tiM) smtrfioo of oo-oalled ’abnormal psycho- 
logy* * It is a paial^ and mxioiis stats «Moh many 
indiridaals fas® in nsraiil day- to-day ••♦It is no los^«r 
a oonfii^ omy to tlio lasli^^Naiotod’* , 

(liinba* i96jl, 

14.^ «m otiMer driro* aiisioty tm onergisos* 
dirftOta« and i^oots tbo boboTloar of mm rni^mrnltmm Bat 
anlil^ otbar 4rtroo« tbs atimia.i of aaacioty originato 
from tbo osEtorosl oaoiroofisost* psyolmanilysts 
riiOis4tso aasdlotjr so mm mmttmmil xN»®otie» to rosl 
or Inogioi^ ^Nroats t# 000*0 sooarity* {irmSip i»mi 
mmm^w aOJiioao* lf«o| • 
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tMiilig interestad in ttm uol# 
of aiKEtoty in piQroiiapatlioio^ eXaenifiod it on th© tmols 
of its intensity into prlwnry anxiety and seoomSaxy 
aiiKtoty* T&© prtMyy anxiety foroea an indiTiflaal to 
diacl'jayge tenaion under any stress and is eesn in 
eryin^ and JwporsoW’rlty (selatr, 19S3? Caaeroa, 196S) • 
Tise seoandary anxiety is "a reaotlon to t*i® dia-intig- 
ratiir® effects of priEiary anxiety* (Cameron, 19S3, 
p#25t) » It results froci an iasMllty to ^Aml effeettre- 
ly with the tlireataaing etijsali, 

I^^riioentaXieta on tlie other l»iind bare often 
olaseifi^ anxiety into aaaifest ar^lety and test 
anxiety, {«*g# it&d} handler aitii iiaraeon, 1952)* 

thB poi^ji# of etreseifl^ tsaalfeat anxiety kwsss to die* 
tingiktcih it from tlie latent anxiety* The latter mm 
mmfmtitLm to oheerration only tlnrei£g!i %hm tmlmi^ee of 
the depth peyehoiogy and time diffioolt to he qiianti* 
fied« the amnli'«irt anxiety mas deeorihed ae anxiety 
^iribleh is esxpreeeedly aoeepti^ hy a^ ir^iridual and thtie 
oemld he meaautred affirmli^ or dei^m^ a eat of 
stateiwini^e* Ifee^fest anxiety was thee rieualiaed as 
a geeeral4laed atete of drire* The Hanifest Anxiety 
Sernlee aimed at memsitri£^ tl^ dyamaogenic effecte of 
anxiety and t^9)« This led to the 

dees^^^^mnil af a dytaeMlasNil theory of anxiety* aooor- 
te 1Ss^0mt *tM in ahloh a laiaiNnf of 

aeii^^tai raipietta t«aianeiae ara eroltad* only one of 
' in tha wsSuMrm perfortaanea of high i»id 

laa itlie ffifiiipa mill iNpaad apan tha auahar and aeak^ 
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pa^ativ® of the iraxloita reapojtse tmidei«si«0.“ 

(Tajdor, 1@§6, P.S04)* 

Xu oontsast to the Hardfeot Aixsietj saalaa 
whioh Es&asur© anxiety aa a o;®*5@ral drive# Teat Anxiety 
cmostioimaira Handler a^id saraeon# 1952) meaetirea 

aisxioty as a drive in a epeoifle oituation* 

Siaoe the aira of thin study ms to investigate 
wl^ther the anxiety as a generalised drive was related 
to the for AeMeveea0rtt*«anether generalised drive# 
it was deeided to use a Mssttre of the masifeet anxiety# 
naiDi^y# the sioha w«A* self^Analysie Form# 

fhis Seale Is developed along the lines of 
Taylor* s Haaifest Anxiety smle Csinha# 19di)» It 
provides a psyehsaetrie neaeure of the drive level of 
anxiety as rofleeted in vei^ml reaponees of the sahjeet* 
It SHMKSiures a gesoeral state of anxiety as sanifested 
in tixsr hehaviour of an individual* 

The seals eonsprises one hundred stateosents moh 
of wMoh is to he anmered hr sheehiiig f (True) or F 
(fS^se) as i^plimhla in ease of a snh^set* Tl^ Seale 
is ei^«e^hidUsU.st«rii% and thas eaimy he na^ in 
group adaii^stratian* There is ns tins liadt for 
amiwertng the ttmm» The iyaxiety seers of a aahieet 
is f^uad h^ saswiag sp the am^amr of itens smrXed as 
fsas* The MM^near ths sears* ths greater is tho aasonnt 
of wai^elp Ievii> in the sahj^t* 
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la a mrm%Xv& study 1962), follow- 

statistics ssr® s©|jort©d* 
lisas 30*89 +lS.a? 

Ms 28«S0 
3% 1.0Sg7 

Ths Seal®* s eoefficient of oorrelation; with 
faylor*s was *69 {sinha, 1961), indlcf^tla^ thereby 
that it emildi b© oossidersd as a solid rieasiirs of mani- 
fest aaaietjr* 

AifiDthsr srideaoe of its iralidlty ia found in 
Sinha {196$a|» fbe aimisty aooraa obtained on this 
seals by an uneeleetsd sas^e of £39 undergraduate stu- 
dents in an en^ifieering liaititutioii and those obtained 
by 68 yn^ehiatrie yatients in a oental hospital mbim. 
oo!apsr<Nl with each other were found to hare disorimin»» 
ted signifioantly between the two groups* fhe mmn of 
ttm normal sanide les 30*89 idlle that of the patients 
was 41 *18 * In the same ©tody, a MS^e of 

l*f hspn^-aaoEiety patients out of the 65 psyeHatrio 
patients obtslfHd a meaa eesre of 58*94 on thie iraale, 
and m &f 88 students with amriety-rslated rro- 

lileBni obtained a mmn score of 39*48 on it (y^0S)« 

the Mgh rellJibility of the eeale (Sin a, 1988) 
ie Indioeited W ^aMmatioa that tl^ eoeffiol^t 
n£ eearreialMtoa btONmk the iNNI and tiMi mm statements 
% the ei^t»half nethod waa fo^id to be *36 <^2^)* 
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Til® earr^tion for d«HilJl© tl-io length of 

th® tost 3ri sided a cosfi'iciesit of correl<stioii of *92* 

Tbo tsst«*rst@«t reliability of tbe scolo »aa found to 
be .73 with mn of reliability of -i5 i n m B^i) » 

The min renaon for uainj this scnle in this 
study was its development under Indinn conditions* 

T»n? ni1LF-C0:r«1^T SCALE?. 

The concept of self evolred duritig the 1940 * s 
out of t^ of ( 1943 ) and Stiyss Coombs 

(1949) as an attao^t to snasrstand behaviour frora ths 
Individual* s phersmsssl f ra:^ of refsrsnco* Bhsnoiaeiiolo* 
iglcal approach to self reooiv^ a further lB^[»otus ttftm 
B&fmermt {194^ wijo sorhsd out a 191 lt«s rating scale 
for measarii:m ii^lf«»oeuo^t» Is Bills devised wa 
Index of iUIJastBoat suid fUluss to sessuriB the phenoraeao- 
logical s«df • J^h item is the Mils Index is ranked 
is three categorii^ t (a) the d^ras to vhieh he la 
aoo^tanl of his first ratiji^ of tl^ itemi, and (e) the 
d^^ros to shlch ha as^iros to bo like that Item* The 
differsnoe hetseuu tho (a) msA (e) provtdoe me index 
of the self and the idei^ maSUt dljH^rapmey, (Bille* i^&8)* 

Brosi^aim (£92^) provided yet asothsr measure 
of dteodr«$Nisey beilupees the self said the ideUl self# the 
BrmdTeiu isdsex fUosiislied isfoxsatioa in regard to the 
dism^^my hshesrt the psiudlsdet men and the opti»lst 

ffSlif II 

Bhi M%* sss #ee«lleped and 



Singh 1965) in a study of tUe persoiiality oonr©- 

lates of eyimiaals* Instsad of npproaoMiij; th® isore 
hssie eooo@pt of l^’reudian ’’u'loonaoiou® self”, the seal® 
aias at providdlng a sneaiRire ©f th® phenomenal self* 
fh® seal® is l£mwn m the self-mting inrrentary. It 
eonststed of IS tmltm of wldeh 6 if«re soeial. 5 fareus^ 
abl®, and 5 unfavcmrslile* »*l!iy »favoarahle t^its* ara 
meant aisch tTsite siiich an indi'ridual i^ll readily 
attrllsit® to hlmsMSlf they are deslrahle to possess 
from any ]^lat of ▼iev. e*g«, intelligence, honMty, 
ete* fh® opposite hind of traits fenre been referred to 
as ’unfarourahle traits* •««a third cfate^ory of traits 
tes been referred to as * social trslts* « These tiraits 
are Mghly desiimMo from the social point of Ties* the 
possession of wMoh are likely to help the individual in 
interpersonal relatioc»« traits like prestige* 

co-operative cte»** (Slight idoS; p«S4*B5)* 

The s^it-half reliability ms sas^smteiy 

for th® ’’Frlvate" self and "Social” self forms of ti« 
3«lf«ratiitg Scale* Stir the private muf, ei^it-half 
reliability ass «d£ eith an indcoK of reliability of 
»7d* la case of the Social seif fora* the mctffioient 
of reliability sas *36* vith an index of reliability of 
#?£« {Siagh* i9#S)« 

the mlf«HMiace^t seal® amd in this study alao 
prev^ei a dieer^aiojr eeare betaeea th® private aelf sad 
the ae^eft astf* The is the self as ^ged by 
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'Niitle Xi^ttet* is tJis #«lf mm 
ilai 4«aiTfl^sX tWa^ tm pssssssss awscordinj? to ths ssti* 


soal® aaso mXim for Gpmmtia-; ia torraa of tho two 
dii^foifost fiesmem of mforeoo® sad presupi^osoa i‘i the 
mtmr mn mMXit^ to si^thise* 

fho disert^n^y soor® is hased on the differenos 
fe«two«a tfe# X'rirate nsXf m& th® meial self# Xbo former 
rsfsrs to tisi mXf m iioroolwoo iijr m iaaividnaX» wMlo 
%lm Xottex* rofXooto tint sotf sm iitllrtdaoX tMinks is 
poroeivoO % *ttis jj^otfi^nt othsars”* 

TiHo i|al»»Sio^ 3«Xf*Csiieoft SoaXo rt^lros tbs 
sotJoot to dosoriOo his I'risat* soXf sod tbo soeisX soXf oa 



ftosfitri CtSItatoXitioiiooi Ci^5^^«sPw»»tr«oo»si (Itjeoatiol 
ov«r mmtlmmt ooi (iil isttootsr* 
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aireeted belsariouif* it la a situation in which a peiv 
son's ongoing; ciotlirated hchsTlour is obatrtJCted fro® 
helm mnmmmtrn {Caaoroa, 1S6S), The lahomtory 
!s«ti0da of tnduci«^ frustration Include Ca} interfering 
with a priisai^ driwe, (h) creating pl^sicol obstructions, 
and Co) artificially producing failure by settirv*: an» 
obtaiasM® atsnderds falsifying scores or by condeeirtlng; 
the person as Inferior (Underwood, i9f9) • An Xsuportsifxt 
aim In inducing frustration Is to study the subject's 
reeetlomi to frustration, 

iloeensireig (1940) derslop^ a prcjectire meawire 
of reactioi;^ tc fmmtmtt&n called the aosenswelg 
Plcture^Srusti^tloit S^£dy* fatlcnale of tMs t«®it 
implied of the reactions to frustration along 

two diM4W9sioi!Si t the type of reactiomt, aod tiui direc- 
tica of reaetiomi* A<eoording tc Bosensweig, "under 
direetlon are laeluded ertrapuaitireness^-in wMch 
aggression is tarBMd ent upon tl^ enwlroncient; intrapuni* 
tiwene88>*4a which It is turned in upon the aabject him- 
self t end ii^aitiretiOBsHht idiich a^greeelon is tain^wa 
off, i*e* evaded in an atteiopt to gloss over the situa~ 
ticn# anieor tyi»e cf reaetica fan cb6tacl»-domimn8e«-> 
in whieh the preeeaee cr the nature cf the barrier coca- 
sicning the frustration is suiphasised in the rea^enses 
eic«-defime#<«'in sMeh the prctectlcn cf the ego predc-^ 
siiiaitest mwl nsed p«Miiii^«maee<--in which tl» gs^lntion cf 
the frosMtisg pmWLmm etende eut«*Chce^isseig,ira»p«i6@> . 
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B@ir«aiop®d aloiiti the lino of the losenawei.! ?? 

StuSy# tte iisdras rioti3i?«»?iu8tration study (L%»th9yya, 

1061) eoasiate ©r fifteen eartooa-llice frustration 
situations* In ^eh of these one character is shown 
^;m^£ing a _ frustrating r^ark* Ihe subject ie required to 
write in tii© space provided, the etatesaent which the 
other chnraotor in the situation would TMttBm The reaeon 
why this teat was used in tiila study is that it lias 
been developed and standardise on an Indian atwnple* 

The IMras ?*f Study is standsfdiaed on snbjecta 
roiR^iifi^ fsoii iS to 1*? years in age# The coefficients 
of reliability varti^ fro® *56 to •?0* The inter* rater 
reliability was fcaiad to be fro© *42 per cent to *8© 
per cent* 

fti® test is s«lf-»ad©ifiisterini and takes from 18 
to 20 miimtes to answer* 

THEIAfIC APPESlCEPtlOH TKSf s 

The ftiematic ^pporc^tlon Teat (iftirray, 1988) was 
not used in this sti^y to measure the need for Mhievecaeitt. 
Instead ft c^astitutM a measure the dependent varia- 
hie nas^y the persciwlity patterns of the subjects idao 
scored high and low on ths /uronson* s On^his impression 
Test of need CAroe»en, 

TIm INh^S lh»s« 1* ^iif €Wip SlKt SSMp ISSF, 14, 
ivtm it ware ®wid for ths s»ls eubjects* TlNi cards 
mssi for the fsasles were t 1* IStt, INif, sat* 12f, 18Sf » 
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14, lliW 19* fl'us 4lettSffiptlon of these eerds Ssao 
already beea glvta in chapter !• 

The fest m& afftEsinistersa in iKaall groups of 
TOh^ects &&mtttVLting fttm 4 to 6 peraenc* nch subject 
was gireu a b©oM.et «4th 9 Maaik sheets, om meh for 
the 9 cards* the oover of the booklet contai-tei'; the 
m@meosrapli©<3 inat^mations for writing the storlos! 

’’This is a test of iragl nation. I am solag to 
»lK)fr you some pictures, one at a tiiaSf and your task 
will be to sake a story, as drac^tic as possible, about 
each of tiic pictures* roscrib® (l)!?Iaat has led up to 
the event sho^ in the picture} (2) What is toppeaiag at 
the »®eiit} (S) the ©Imraotera are feelijx,* and 

thinking, and C4) What will be the outca®®* ibQireae your 
thoughts ®s they eose to you*® 

'Th® tester read the instruotiojw aloud with the 
subjects and then presented Card 1 to tii®ia* The ©ard 
was placed oa the table in a so that all of thwi 
eould see it* Ti»ey «swe given S finutes t& write each 
story* Thie wi» aleo asenfeioaed ©a the cower of the 
beel^et, *irou will be feavliig stKjut fiw© ssinutea to 
write eaeii ete^.* 

the stori'<N} obtained were snsly^ed accordi?^ to 

the eche@» lew^oped W werii^o (iSSl)* 

mm a gsai^ltatiwe »^?arison* it wee decSdi^ 
to tabsls^ the freqpesw^^ peeeentagiwi of t)to 
fi ^ M i ih a w edif t^ aterie® pr^esed--^ eiwph of tlwi 
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es*ite»tOfi groups* 7ot ©saople, there \ 7 ere 16 autojocts 
ia th@ sasles high used Mhimmi&fit group sud J8 In the 
low u 4eh groups* ^iuee there were 9 TM cni’da 'Admi- 
nistered Ofi thm* the total raimtoer or atorieo produced 
hy meh mm 144 (16x9) eud 162 {iBxS} respectively. The 
tehles pr^ared showed the distribution of these 144 
and 162 stories la terms of the various Vorhflum catego- 
ries. 

Tr.!?: F 3CALS: 

The F Scale used la this study ^mprii»d 24 Iteess 
from the F Scale s Forms 45 sad 40 C Moras si M* 1950* 
p»252»262|« The dlmebwioas of autboritiiriaaiein arid the 
items sMmmTins thfsa whieh were included in the V seels 
used in tills research were a® follows 2 
(a) ConreatiOTmlii!^. 

1* Ohsdloaa© sod respect for autlrirlty are 
the most Is^rtant virtues children should 
Isara* 

!£• A pmrmn who has had waaners* habits and 
hr^ing ean hardly eapeet to get along 
with deeent pmpXe* 

S67* If peo 3 ^e wfmild telh leas and worh wore* 
averyhedy wmi^d he better off. 
fhe iMaiissmiiaiaa and tlwi aaaafaeborer are 
pare ia^rtaat te seeled than the 
avtii^ aad the prafwer# 
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Cfe) gubBl ssla a. 

%• oh&^ieme mmd reepcwst for sutJiority ar« 
t&« SKJst ic^rtant 'tirtuee child r©n elKmld 

4 # Soisnoe lias it® place , hut tiier® are oansr 
l!!5>oirtaisfc thiiitjs tteit eaa aever possibly be 
understeod 1^ th© huraan oimi* 

S* person fltbouXd have ooc^lete faith in 

supernatural poser whose deeieione be 
obesye without t|aeetion» 

SI# Young people eonetiraee get reb^lious id«fi8, 
but a® tl3*^ ijrow up they ou jht to get over 
them and eettle down# 

2S. What this couatiy needs oost, worm than laww 
and politioal pi^T&mae&, is a f&w ©ourageoaa. 
tirel^s# devoted leaders in whom the peos^e 
mm put their faith# 

4S» W& Bme» aomsmlt deoent parm&n oouM ev«r 
tMi^ of burtiii^ a elose friend or relative# 

44* ^body ever learned auagrthii^ really 
isfortaat eneet^t thrtR^h suffering# 

(o) jbitlisritariaa iggreasiea # 

i$* A psrssii id» has bad aamiers# habits# sfid 
brssdiag ean hardly eocpeot to get along 
s^tb dNNMsit pei^o# 

$Mm ^hs ywth aeiMhi laost is etrlot dis> 
eiii<iiio» ss^od deteiraiaatieab the idll 
ih» «MOl figlit far fanily and eeaieti^. 


M tmmX% iiE>amis' should slivuys b® ipanishsil* 

ss mps sfid sttsska on ehil>dr«a* 
mm tisaa aars tayp^irisciismat.} auteh ©ilmj** 
«flsgM t® b® piUii^y trhJLppsd or 
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8* pfirson sbimXd here eoa^cjte faith ia 

«€w iRipanmtural pom^r vhoae daeiaiorta h® oh$^m 
a^thout qtiaatiofi* 

iM* Sm^ p^pl® are hara fdth the ur^e to ^fuis^ 
from high piaaoe* 

faoj^a mn ha divide into tfn> distinct cdasses i 
the ■m»k and the strong* 

29*. ^^Msoda^ it sdi prohal^^ he ehown that astrolc^ 
ma explain a Xot of things* 
wars and iKsciaX troahXes someda^r he end^ 

W an earthgi^ii^ or flood tint will &mmttey 
the whole world* 

{fj "B&mv and fhaigiinoss. 

2* Ho or diffimltjr eon hold ns hash if 

ws hare en^h iidll i^wor* 

13* What the iramth meeds most is striot diselpllmt, 
ragged determiimtiont and the will to work and 
fight for family and oountry* 
i$« Aft insult to oor honcair should ali^s he punished* 
28* Whet this 4^iitry »»at» more than lami and 

pi^gx«asm»8f is a few acninagecms* tireless* 
d#fotsd Iswdars in sAorn the people can put their 
faith* 

Mm fesj^e man he diwided into two distinet elasses t 
ttm settle ttad the ^r^* 

@d« MNst pei^e 4oh* t rei^i^ how much mar liwi»i are 
sttatreilsd Ir s&eta hashed in see^te hy politi- 
i^tttttt* 
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The F Scale consistin.^ oi' the nhove-f^entioned 
items was presented to the subjects as an ''Opinion Ques- 
tionnaire^* The instructions required tiiera to read each 
statement and then write "A" if they agreed with it and 
"3)* if th<^ disagreed* The total tauaher of the "A* marked 
items constituted the F score of a subject* 

THE HORSGIIACH IHmOT TEST* 

The Rorschach Test was administered individually 
and scored according to the procedure described in 
Beck { 1944) • However* axjveinent responses were also scored 
for the sMfflal and the inanimate bodies as described by 
Klopfer (1954)* The scoring of the form responoies was doai 
according to the norms sside available in Biker jee {I960)* 
Slncie th& laimber of responaea varied from one 
subject to another, it was considered advisable to treat 
each response category value in terms of Its percentage 
of the total R of ^ch of the criterion groups. 
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I?i this study, the individuala ^ooaessirjt,^ hi.^'h 
and low need for Achtereiaeat were coi-^sred ia tsrs® of 
some variahles coc^rising a few dimensions, fhe dimen- 
sioiis us^ were those of hanam relations, irKtirldual- 
enrironatent relations, ego measure, and coafort- 
diasomfort# fh© ©orrespondiag rariahles w©re, doisinaiioe* 
aulmlsston, r©e©tiei3s to fxuetration, self-eonespt, and 
the level of anrlety, in addition to these, aub- 
Jeots were also coii|>ar©d in temss of the personality 
patterns as projected throngh the ilorechaoh Teat and 
the fhemticE Apperception feet, 

f!i$ data Chtained in this study were an.*3ly?;ed 
both quantitatively and qualitatively with a view to 
ftMiag mt the differences between the criterion groups, 
lit tisi Bereehaeh- reapcdiMBa, istwever, sitMie the nueiber 
of reepenses varied twem one iE^ividual to the other, 
frequ«!ici«# $f the varieue indices »ich as j, D, Pd, 
M, ete. eeuld have presents a Maaed picture* fc 
avoid this* the i^dle^i were eerreeted for the total e, 
worhis^ eat their pereenteiEee of tlie total briber 
of of eiHih erlteriea greep* 

StJidSJdrlir* in regard to the TAT respomea too, 
r^^s^ts wmt ecalywei W e i^rreeticn 

for the total aaa^ie of etoriM predaoed each group 
mmi t^m wmMm tat the stories falling 

m&Am ^ the forlaito oatogories* 

tm aoai' of the tl0» stud eat* e t teat was 
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used for testing the significance of differences bet- 
ween the means* The SI of the percentages was used for 
testing the significance of difference between the per- 
centages* 

The results are presented here in two sectionst 
Section i includes the f indites in regard to tlie selected 
dimensions and their variables, while Section II presents 
the results obtained on the Ror scinch and the Thematic 
Apperception Testa. 


SECTIO^f I 

DECSKSIOIiS AHD VARIABLES 

A. lUMAM aiLATIOHS ( j30MIMri3B-SUMISSI01-f) : 

in the F scale all the Items answered afftmatlve- 
ly were given a score of 1, while those anss^red in 
negative were scored as 0. The total number of *¥08** 
responses constituted the F score of tlM» subject* The 
higher the F score greater was the amount of authorita- 
rianism in the subject# 

In additicn to the total F score* the criterion 
grmtps were doe esE^minfi^ on the various os^j^onents of 
authoritarianism# saoh as oonveationali^, «jthoritarlaa 
suhaission. authoritarian aggression, superstition and 
stereotypy# and, power and toughness# :iach <»>i^oiieat 
score was ehtaised by addi^ up the affirmatively answered 
itasui fm® aacngst those stata^ents which mssn^red 
«ach mm mi theai* specific cMpcaente# 
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It m&y be asen fsem Table 4,1. and Figure i 
ttet tlie average F eeore of the aisle high n Aah greup 
m» lo’eer than of thae ©ale low^Aeh group* The 
mean® being i5«50 and 16*72 reepeotively* 

TASle 4*1 
il0TB3RmRlA!?IS 


„g., , Hj-BS™ 


Scores 

High 

Low 

High 

Low 

mm 

13*30 

16*72 

16.98 

16.33 

SB 

2*20 

3*34 

3.07 

3.34 

s% 

0.55 

0^3 

0.77 

0.86 


TJse aa^aii eeoree of the eriterion groups la caee of 
feioaXeo wore alai^ot the same (16*93 high and 16*53 
for low a Aeh gx^p) • The average ^ the high a Aoh 
group* however# wee slightly hlgfaiBr* 

The mesa dlffereaees between the faille groups 
were very low tiUKPerore not tested for eigalfieai«>e* 
The t raise of the dlfferenees between the averages of 
©ales groape mm 1#39. with p being (approxlmt^y} 
at 31 Sf. 

Tim hppetliesis that those soortng high on neod 
AsMeveiiei^ woali seers lew a aesmire of mithorita- 
riaaieii#' wiwo ttwarefere *tetli^ie«^J^ net held as true* 
fm ftwiiilli# 4m te be m the predieted 

dtreitl4N»* 
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Tlas F tdefiasd by eonrrentionaligm, 

aattoFitarism saitailseion, autborltarian aiigraasion aatl- 
intfa0@pti0n, mipwstttiba aJiS stereotypy, power and 
teuglmosa eto*) teind^^ to dlffsroatiat© between the 
i®al©» poseeeatng Mg& and low afsoonta of need AoMar®- 
rn&utm tim Aifferemm between the criterion grcmpe 
when F scale mm ff;[^it In^ its coisponent parte were 
as followa 9 
(a) SOUflSTIOmi^i 

Oonreatiomliaa was define as the * rigid* 
adherence to corn'eatlemtl saddle elass valaea* {Sanford, 
IfM, It is^ied aa oreraai^haais on tiie middle 

oiaaa walaee and a reeaptirlty to eternal social 
pressure* Coareatioaalia® was lliastratei by tfe» Iteiea 
each as, •ebedisao# and rsspeot for aathcrity are the 
most important wirtiies cMldrea should leam*, *If people 
weold tail less and worJc sjors, snrerybody womM be better 
off*, *thm ’tmmimmmmm and maraifacturer are mch more 
ia^ortant to seot^y than the artist and the profeseer* • 
fhere were fear items ^ seale 

meed la this s^dy aeasariag eoareatiooalii®. fable 4*2 
girss mmm* and the ef the sriterion groups 
on soi^entienalim.^ m the mmm mi mm, tim mean seore 
of the Mgh a Jiimhimmmmt group was higher 

immn m th»a that «f the lew a deb gre^ C»«aa • 

mem wwia tse»t thews paaaesidii^ a high 
^ 1 JkMmmrnm mmm& mgkm m 
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tima tHe anm «itli low a Mli, the laeaaa were 5*12 

mm 2*95 iPospeettwely* 

Tehle 4*2 
COHTOTIOmiSM 






Sooree 

lllllllllllllllllll^^ 

lee 

High 

Lee 

MEII 

5*00 

2»t4 

S*12 

2*95 

SB 

0*^ 

o.n 

0*?1 

0*45 

S]^ 

o«os 

0*10 

0*17 

0*11 


m mTmmtfmxAM somissiow? 

JatlNa^sritewima saMleelea mm the *»ilmi£ssi'v« 
aaowitloi^ %&mT4 i^mXirnm mml snthewitlCHi 

of the lagsonff** * Iteaa leiiihere 1»§,6«?»3»9» ei«l Id 
oa the F Seale aeassured this ai^et* It mm illaetwated 
hjr the etet«&«^t» eaeli m* *5elef3ee bae ite plaee* hat 
th^re are muagr Ii^rtaat tMags that mn aerer poestliljr 
h# aaiiereteee the Jaemm adJNt* » *£rei^ peraoa alssaie 
haire een^ete faith ia mm antperiKitiiral jpewnr vheee 
eeeieieae lie eheira mithmt ^eetleaP* aai^» aonial* 
4eeeat pnvwm eeel4 mtm- tMsdE ef Inriii^ « e&eee f xieae 
er relative** eeei^ «ai the BXfmmf the eehjeets 
ere gtrea te fiii.e 4*g» 

tm mmm memm et «eie Mgli » mh grea^ enai 

iB^} tint ^ the miam lee a mih 
*he e» 0 rlaiNll*tr ^ the ealileehi eitfe 
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mrmmmmim rnmissmn 


S» lia:,ES PEMiSLES 


Booroo 


Ii0W 

High 

Low 


9.00 

5«19 

5.18 

5.9? 

SB 

o*m 

1*$9 

0.07 

0.2S 


O«0S 

0*51 

0 «2^ 

0.7S 


lefw a mm 1»SS «• i^lmt 0*S$ ia tlm «a«« 

®f tue vtth m Mgli a iieMaraaeat. 

la %h6 mam &f tam^m also, s» 1 »j« 9 ta irith high 
a 4®M@v®a«at mrmmgM l&wtm CS»tB) tlma ihe»«« with low 
a ilC'h m 

(a) MfmmifMXM AmRmBtom 

fM» 4iammim& «f aathaaritarlaaiaB aiaasiired tqr 
tht itm mml»mw i0«S»tlciS« 10,14^19 aa4 19 of th« 
f maXo Ia^ie4 a to tm on the leoJcoat fox 

aai ^ rajiarl* wnl paaiah paspX® iriia wlolat® 

eaareatiaai^ mXwa^ {SonfoM^ 1994» p*2?9)« fiui it«ani 
jPl.lit««^tiag tlila amxo *m ixmaXt to mx Mmmx 
ttlfwrs ^ s»al«lM«”$ *l0ait tlia jfmth. a«#4» mmt t« 
otxXs^ 4i««i^ia»» sai»®4 mtomtmttom^ waA tm will 
to miM moi fi^sX fm fiaatljr mt *mmt of 

mkx aaaiii^ -pwB^ooo «b^4 Imi iNilwad iS wo $oa3.4 oooohow 
*14 •# am tmtXa^wdmSM 
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% low mmn m&rm tiaa ^ w«ro low on 

it (l^o^lo 4*4) * fiio Tslitos »®r® 6^0 and 6*S5 respoetiwo- 
ly* 

Til® jeosalt® is oaa® of fosaalas wer® Iti th® rororao 
63fdo;r« Tlio aooy® of tJi® lii^h a Atsii group was bigl^r 
Cd*S2) tima tlse mmA of th« low a Aeh group (6«S0) • Of 
^iura€t« tho moan diffaroaoes ia both, leaXos and finales, 
mre statist teaUy aot sigaifiosat. 


fabl® 4 A 

mfwm^mim loaitBsaioH 


Sooroo 

So 

High 

MilHS 

low 

rawLss 

High low 



6«0d 



4*S0 

ED 


i«0$ 

l.S@ 

1*1^ 


s% 


0*41 

0*^ 

0«B1 

0*SS 


fd) ASfS-imA0»exo»s 

iisti«»i]itei^«|itlaa mw as tlMi *9ppo«lti0a 

to ambjwtiiro* tho laagiaatiTo* tha toi^or-aiadod* • 
Caaafoxd* IfM, p»irrS)« fh« %%mm ffioaourlag aati- 
4»t*a«oittioa la th® p»iNMS>at f misCLd s«m?« S, 4, i?, aM iB# 
fiio itsM IT fo» laotaaeo p««d •¥&«» a porooa has 

a prM«a or we*«r* for M» not to tMaiE mboot 

it* imt to Iw mm otee^ th# 

ttOtt m wmh. •mmrntm aw^ a*# psirisg 
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r«®aln personal aa<i priTate*” 
fame 4*s gi-re® findings. 

faille 4.5 
41f I* UffEAC^f lOI 


ss 114LIS FULIL^ 


sooroa 

Mgk 

imw 

Blgk 

low 


z*m 

s*so 

2^9 

2*sa 

an 

d«9d 

0«t4 

0*94 

i«i2 

s% 

o«ga 

Qrnm 

0*24 

0*29 


fim mmm aitlii«iittrme«ptloa m&m ef the »^es 
«i4}i stfeti^ a Mliierenent i«a« 2*4Q mm agaiiwtt t*IS0 mt 
tls>p» witli low w Mhm ils«9opit wt»&«8 too, tliosw pomossiog 
41 Mgli 8 •oorwd Mgli4^ iUiM9) tlaii times wko were 
l«»w on it iZM ) » 

Co) ism wmamwit 

weimmM t» tm •heSLi^ in i^otioal d«t«r- 
wiiMiists «f the imSiwIMl* s fiit^ the dioposltioii to 
tkiak im r^M ootogeartoo** (dmifoarg, » 

the itmi §* ^0 it# Z &0 M mee M of the t mhim men- 
wiiPBd tMo 4hemmUm «f mm W rnrmimmm the item meet 
fm $mmmem» *mm em tmwm wim e» rnmm t* jNnp 

fme 19 $^ i 0 m 0 *% em he mwimm tm# tm 

rnmmm i Wm me»^ em tm whehhtt •mmmsr 
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it ^11 tijat aetrdl&gr oaa explain 

a im nr things*’* 

fhm mmm 9mm 9f th« Hales posaas8e<l a 
Mgla i^ea far A^him^mnt mm 2 *20 a# against S*20 la 
ease of tim X&w a mh (fahle 4 .6) • the mesa 

differeacte* Itoveeer* ess statist i^llp set glgaif leant* 
la ii?«gsi^ to fmmlm, nmm for lioth Mgb and low a Ash 
groaps wore Idestlotil C3»4^7)« The warlaMlity m»t 
tow#?er> slightlj mm la ease of Mgh a Aeh oabjeeto 

tbm la tlie low a Mh group ( 14 ^ 2 ) « 


4*0 

im Btmwmr 


seerw 

w 

legist 

low 

wwiMm 

Slgl. 

low 


a«j0 

f&rnm 

S.S7 

8*07 

SB 

4«g» 

s*m 

1«69 

1«4I2 


i«0S 


0«4g 

6«42 


(f) mm jm fommmms 

fWWSKP mM tOi^lBHMW WS*W IMNPlwHi «l tlMI 
fettoa i^ifa tfes ^«|ji«aoo»8Slfe«i*i^ wtroag-woele* 
iwfcd^^felloet^ aia*aote»f i^eattfl^tioa *it& power 
fi^mm of mtipmgth mmM 

(SS^erA^ HiNI* ||»i3KfS)* ^Uaunfeaittwe iteeo i^eeari^ 
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t^ii this omintry ntsds Bioiitt wot# 

tJms lav© and politioal progi^affias^a* la a f€w oovsragvetia, 
tlTVlsiHs, d«vot#d laadars In tho poople eaa |iat 

timir faltfe»| vo&leiiaes or difficulty ©an fiold us 
liaok If V# har# ai^gb will pov«r* i •Moat paopla doa* t 
Iwv HBoh mr llyea are coatrollad tsy plota 
liatebed is ««©T«t plaova** itasaa a, 11 , 12, 20, 2S and 
24 of ti» y ooalo wosuairod power and tooglmeas. 

tablo 4,? olwwo timt mmiem tlas msHm, oubjoste 
witb Mgb m doMvr^gioat n^rod lower (4*2$) timn tboaHe 
wtoo pofioonieed a low a (4,41) * fbe sis^ » weep® 0*00 
osad 0*11 reopeetiwely, tn tbo eaoe of fewalee, %tm 
fiailnfo were oi^eite* fiie mmm acoro of tfee Mgfe 
o mh grmp mm eligblly blglier tben timt of ttm low o Job 
eawea* fbo flgpiroji b^ng 4*81 mM 4»4e rwopootivoly, 

tamo 4 *? 

foim juio Tomw^B 



so 


WAi.m* 

wmMiSs' 

m&roB 



Imv 

Mill 

X>ow 

mAM 


4«89 

AM 

4,81 

4*46 

SB 


0.^ 

OnH 

i*iS 

1*10 

s% 


d«s» 

0*81 


e«3i 


mmmf l^amxoK & t mm isLAtmm) i 

asMM^ Oil tbo ow wobboritorloi^aBi, anoag^ 

t lio ma^mmrn Mlii • 4ob laierod low m 
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(a) ec»iiiraiitioaal.isai aiuS (IjJ aiitt*>int7aeeptto», and higli 
an (a) srriar ail f, ( I3) an thsri tartan sutisisston, C«) 
antlairitarlan aggresatan* (d) aMperstitloa and aterao- 
t^py and (a) pawcap and of these d iff €are»>* 

oaa, hoiNwrer* happaasd t© h© sigalfioant statist ioally* 
Eai^e m aat^^oriail eanalttaiof:^ ©ould h© dsawa* At 
hast, thiwa are indiaatlT© of oartaia trends# 

la ease of the fefflalas, the suhjests with high 
n Aohtew«aaat aoorad Mgh on (a) owar-all F# (h) oofirsav* 
tioaalina, (o) as ttnrt tartan aggraasioa, Cd| anti* 
tntraefl^tton and (a) pimm and tonghitass, and low on 
imtltoritartan saHstaaiion* 

?h«a# oandInaionB da indinsta thst the ladiridoala 
with n Mh ware not intinpastad in pao^a as taoia 
for aaahing aatisfaatlon of donimtn^ anft/or aalMi salon* 

AS agalaat tlisaa, the parsons with a low a Aoh sa^sad to 
iMi latsraste^ Ijs at bar® as saaos for getting sntlsfae- 
i)* 

B- ss^atioishib (asASfioM 

f3 

It wm ifoslaiiatad tlaat t&i ahstaels~dotaljaaos, 
axtxi^^iiiiitlva typ* of rsaetioas would ha found nora 
frs^nantly 1» «»• sahjaets with Ush mm& isMara* 

nant* mastlons w«ild atone- 

%mim the Itofitoila to ^ 1 AiMtoewto* 

Julies tiMi sentto INT mmm in to erittoea groto 
wiMi df ©^►ieets giwing tim 
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&t jwaietiojio were net ®Kpe<ite<l to reflect 
tl»@ Siff©r®i5^ts ci<»irl 3 f. It ims tberefor# decided to 
collar® tkc in tasrais of the total mu^r of 

girea ^ the each grenp. 
la the Medree Picture Fraetration study there 
art 15 different eihxaiioite to which a eahject i« re- 
tired to gire hie reeetieae* There were 15 eahjeete 
la the isale Mgh a iteh group, and 18 la the lee a AOh 
gr^p < ftaie the total mmher of respoaeee eae e^al to 
(iSjcid) 270 (l@3dl5) for hoth tiMt groups reej^c* 
tlrely# stmtlaaely the maiher of sahject# in the f«oale 
high m Mh aad low a Ach groupe heii^ Id aad 15 re«pee~ 
tirely* the oorreepoadls^ auaher of reepoaeee wee Bto 
(15x15) and 2E5 (15x15) « 

frnmm 4«5 and 4«ld glee the dletrihatloa 
rei^oiiees la teraui of the different eooriag i^tegorlee 
for tl^ ssPte fli^ieete* 

tahle 4 ^ 

msmtwfiQs or tois or sbaotio® to wmmM 
tms s n^MsmTstm imwmm 

(llgaree etthlh t^eeheNi r*^er te pereentegei^ 






»-r 







dd<0 


4««5 





dSJi 

t0m 

#1^ 

ii«o 

Cil4^ 



^.ov- 



SOT 
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imi 4,0 


mBTdxmntm m tt^m of se^gtio^ to tostratiow t 
XSTEAPUHirm 

|Fi|pi««8 witMii VBfer t& p«r«#atag9s) 


s« 

typm 


B-9 



Hgt 

Xov 

i*5 

(0*67) 

JW 

4«0 

C1.S0) 

2*0 

(0*70) 

29*0 

C11.7S) 

ao*o 
( ?*«0) 



TaMe 4«10 



©ISlTtirof I0.W OF TYPES Of EEUieTIOSS TO HUSTIlATIOl * 
mfSlIflfl SXHlCf lOE 

(fi^SNts rnttMa, rt^mt tm p«x^»tiig<Ni) 

m 


0*9 

llllllll^^ 



mtt 

(1*97) 

t»«§ 

C8*TO) 

4S*0 

(if*SST) 

wamm 

%09 

0*-9 

Co«i» 

S£S«0 

(S*7S) 

«4«d 

(24JIS) 


4. 

<Ci(t9 


4*K 


It wmw ^ «•«* ^ 

t1b» mam mgUM PPW •• mi^m^ »«f •«* 

%ti» i#» j mmrnam^mmmmth 

wtm mii&MimM «ft 

601 
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fh.9 Xn^nitiT# rea- 

p&nsm $*5 f®y ceat ot %lm total r««poa#ea 

tlm mX^m Mgfe « mt grmip ma3 0 p«r c®nt of tli« 
ai^o#^ y««pon»&s with iow a Mb* The differe?me tma 
foaaa to ^ aigaifiasttt at tht ^6 lerol* 

flio aaabor of ^^o-Befeaotvo* Hxtrafnaiti-TOf 
r»apoas®i «a« &«IIS pwe eoat for tb» Mgh and ifdOS par 
o®it fmr til© low a Mh gymip*- tim diffasroiio© w»m 
©Igiiifit^t at «S9 l©r«l« 

f^sor© ««© ala© a 4l££mtm»9i, ttiaagli aot adgaifi- 
©aat» tb# in t<w»a ©f tJNi li©iNl-'?«xaii«t«i»©o 

tim Mglb a w&lm oalslaots gav© SO #72 
par eaat of thmix wma^mem la ttt© iSKf « Sstsaqpaidti'V© 
Cat©^:©^# fit© ©orip©ai|^aiii% flipaoc© for tiio low a iolt 
i»l>|©ot# wfto S4<idt4 ooat# 

fiitloa 4«li» 4«i2» ©M 4#lll proocat tli© roaalts 
la tiMi wmm of fomaliNt* fli© Mgit a 4eli foml© tal^oot© 
gar© iBOi© s^N||we©«© idT Sio->39«r«ii«too« latsapaaltlw© 
tjrpo i4#ll^ tfeo lew a Ae& gr^p (!•»* »«» 

©oat)* fiM dlffwroae© wa» tiigiiifii»at at tl» «dl lewOl* 
Slallitrlr* tl^ HlgO^Moia^w©# Itapaaitlre iwaotlea© wm 
lopopo frofawGAljr feiaai la tiK© %sm a Mh Cl4tiS? 

p«r thm la tfei tfe© 

gU^ftroneo wwi «#! % 

4 iAww t^tee nilMitleaii^M^ ^&e ^ lett wsil tli© 

Mitlm li» 


Ill 
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mme 4>ti 

OF TOSS OF BSAOflOHS tO JHOSTaAriO]^* 
SXfB^FEPJVB BIEBCf lOS 

CfigiiT«e i^tMa jr«f»F psTscutagas) 


fF»«® 

38 

o*s 


S-F 


@9.0 

23 •§ 

40 .D 

F«^«8 

C39*2t) 

(9^4) 

Ci9^9) 

l>OW 

$^•0 

t3«S 

^*S 


Ct4*6i| 

im*m) 

Ci?*03) 


4,12 

mmimsfmw of tors o? ssiofio^ fo mnsmAttom 

smicf iof 

iWl^atm «ilM» l9«K«le^ s^«r to i^oroostsigoo) 


f^m 0»» »*3I IKF 

M^ll 

Ffmiloe 

JMNi 


Mwo 

f9«4t^ («^) 




< 1 *^ 
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4*iB 


DISTaiBOtlOW OJ* fipss 0? HSACTIO^ TO BlUStRATIOSj 
UPOTiTm i^mmTion 

(Ftguis®# w%%M,n. 3P«f®r te 


So 

typm 

CVD 

S-D 



Wigh 


1B«0 

{7^3) 

32*0 

{22*03) 

WomXom 

Jjom 

i«0 

(0.45> 

33«0 

{i4«$7} 

48^0 

(21*43) 


■i 

- 


oo 


soMMM? (Jsaniiioi-i I i3rsiTOicria,^iwiB0iiiE«f 
MMJktmm) 


ladiTiietiia^i m Mgla aa»»anl ef n mhtm*- 

m»nt mmm4 to ho oimmotorimot hr tha Qhotmlo^rnmlmmo, 
typo of voamhom ts fmttwitlise 


ThSMOO iw jg iflfe »er« moTl^A ^ Sg®- 

pvfomtwo »M typoo of ro^tom* 

Tlii« mm tmm hoth im tlM s^«» oM fmaXomm 
tmmo mofi3m mt eoat«Btloi» 

immtw m tmUorntM »4t& J| mh mmxt 

torn «» i^smm tho orn^mtaLm m&my to mM gho^* 


ii0 mmmm 

flit omm mmimtmA t» iy^mto ttm mogrnoo 
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to wliioli timy tfeaugiit & mst&in trait tiss praaeat la 
tli«a, ss m rating aaaXe raaglag from 

mmt ipoiat §) to Lmmt ipQint 1) * flie a«lf-een©«pt 
ar^uattsa iRiis A&n% at two Plrat, th© aub .loots 

l:»4 to iadi^tw tbs say they wouio rate th<»asl're8* 
fMe was the eOlf as the self or rater, aaS 

me eallM the •frirate Oa the sees ad level, 

tla^ were to laSi<^te tl» my they thought samehody 
else isiuldl rate thsm* This was the self ae ludged from 
the ether* 8 petat ef Tiew* ai^ was ter%^ ae the "seoial 

fhs ree|«ia«ee ei the sahleets were assilyeed aa 
fellotm f 

(a) Wmu rating of Private self oa favearahle* 
eeelalf aai w^mmtm^e tratte (fables 4«i4m» 
4«i4l>« 4^4e)| « 

m men ratiage «f metal Self oa favsarahle, 
mmiailt aaS mafavtmrahle traits ifmW.ee 4*i9a« 

(«) 30la«refa«ey ae^fes (Ohtalaed ^ »»htra«tHig 
the mem ratlag «a eaeh laaMlt la the ^elai 
self fwm the rnTtm^ming »«aa rat lag la the 
friwate (l^tae 4,^4) ♦ 

t4l leaa 41«sr«pan^ mmm ifmWm 4*lf ) • 

mmm rattags of «r aheve s*fS Caa the 
fiwe^fftli^ .pstlsf meStm m IwHeettve ^ «w* • wW* 
eeaestt^ tht mtmM «f ti^ at.t3i a htgh 
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of n 40ii m» l^iepilolvenoae, prestige, 

sa4 h&mmtj* tJm pri'vate self of the saV 
4«®t» with $t low s AoMeweiseat oonsisted of osly oae 
trait, mm^ft his^losss* OheSisoee was soother qpislity 
OR n^iloh the Mwm was iPLawst elose (S*7S) to 

the oritertoR imtiog of S,tS (fshies 4«i4s, fe, «) • 

gsHe 4»14a 

HiiH Mtims Of mifAfM %m,f 
m mAtm 




fimits 




tmWf 

2*t4 

S*^ 

S,7S 


lev 


4d00 

2««0 

njm 


mm luiiiss Of fax ? ati smj' 

Of aCNIllAI. SEAIIS 




faM.« 4»14C 


mtims Of paif At® sislf 
ow xmAYomAm^ msm 


is 

.^^its 

Mgh 


FMALSS” 

mgh Lev 

y«aloiiiy 


tiiSS 

2*90 

2*20 

laip«ilsiireaess 

S*?5 

s.st 

4*00 

9*53 

BsstnaetiToaess 


i.?7 

2*12 

2*09 

Qlbm^imem 

tJlS 


3*12 

S.75 

l^f^ioriiar 

2«0O 

2.00 

2*59 

2*^ 


tlm- piriTata aalf ®f ilae «itK a high «m»#4 

for a«aag?ri8«4 tagpalaiireafsia, pre«ttg«, «oola- 

mA immmtf* a» is tim oaao of aaloa witu a 
io» a Atfe* tli« f «8WiP^«8 iiaito|«eta ««»« iow oa «3^»o 
hail amy aa« trait lii41eatir« »f tholr prirata a«lf » that 
i», ^mmarn* fh« trait «aa»«at to it aaa oh«4iaaco, 
ita »aati ratlog haiiii 

la %h» mam aan^a* tha teoiiO. salf isaaa ratiaga 
«f tha pastwisa alth Mgh j A«M«fw»«ife a«r# Mghar oa 
lifaiai’WBMaw# flyai^ attraetlr^aaaa, 
traotiromat irf^ority, pwfiawlirawat aiai aoatrol 
©r<fif aaetioiai (^tkt<wi 4#i$a# %♦ t) • Qa othar tiatto 
tha ratijs®# ip«p« lower* 

4M»ag tfee f tho hlg^ « gwiaf ratat Mi^or 
m teeas i^^eaatlr^i^eaa# «aei»li^i^» 

3l^(Wf'a®wi^taaiHWif! iwet nNstrai- #aer ewatlos** 6® the not 
^ tlio Iwaitt* tt* tl» noa» irttt %m 
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n AQhimetrmrn, war® Mgiier, with the esaai^tiori of liones- 
ty, on which the two groups ohtalued equal rati age, 

fame 4^i8a 

MEM SAf ims OF SOCIAL OE 

lAtmmmLM traits 


0a 


MAL2S 

FuSIALiS 


fraita 

Mgh 

Low 

Sigh 

Low 


EtiKSiietss 

3«dS 

S*5S 

S.S7 

S«9S 


fhyaieally attm@» 
tive 


S,22 

S.12 

3,00 


Dwtioiml Control 


S*88 

S.4S 

S.OO 


Iatelllsa»08 

S«4S 

S«@& 

S.7S 

3,80 


'rnmmmty 

4«00 

4JL1 

4^ 

iJ30 




4,iSh 



mm mAfimn m social aaf oh 

^CIAL 'TRAITS 




lALtCS 

mmm 


mghi 

Low 

mgh 

Low 


s«st 

S*$4 

5*37 


fiNm 

3*4$ 


5*59 

5*40 

tartaiamiPims 

$««9 

3*41 

5*45 

5«40 



$»?S 

5«94 

5*55 



3«41 

5*57 

5«45 
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Tame 4»l5c 

USA:^ fiATX''WrB OF BOCIAT. 
O.'f lllf AVOimmv fRAITS 


‘ ' ■"FPlll.KS 


Traits 

High 

Low 

}!i^h 

Lew 

tTeaiatisy 

2. Si 


2*18 

i.9S 

iMpul eironesa 

S.I'S 

S,27 

S*81 

S*66 

Destructiveness 


i.as 

2*18 

2.53 

ObedieiM© 

s.si 

3,44 

S,06 

s.eo 

I nf erioi'i ty 

2,26 

2*05 

1,60 

2.26 


Tat>les 4*l&d and 4«1S« a'riotir t.he consolidated mean 
ratings on all the 15 traits far the private aisd social eelvee 

Table 4.i5d 

rati 'IIS 0^ A FIVE-POI33T SCALF s 

** m\ivAfs 3m.F ” 

^ rMis:??§ 


Traits 

iUgh 

Low 

High 

Lew 

1. f&am spirit 

3.25 

3.72 

3.43 

S.53 

2* Popularity 

b»25 

5.i’;8 

3.25 

S.IS 

3. JeaXomay 

2.^ 

2.33 

2.50 

2.20 

4» KXMnma 

3.75 

3.04 

3.37 

4.00 

5« Obedieaes 

3 .43 

3.61 

S.12 

3.7S 

ft* Inpul Biveziieea 

3.75 

3.SS 

4.00 

5.53 

7* Physically attract j»e2.94 

2.94 

2.94 

2.60 

3* Pest met iveni^s^ 

2.23 

1.77 

2.12 

2.06 

9m Prestige 

SimS9 

S.72 

3.61 

3.46 

10*$sciability 

3.56 

3.38 

3.93 

3.33 

il^Iatferisrity 

2.00 

2d00 

2.5$ 

2.26 

12 *i£ttsllisssoe 

S.43 

3.50 

&.06 

3.06 

13 <iPsmii^tTS»sss 


3.44 

3*6& 

3.20 

14,c^||g^r«r 8 


3.S0 

3.25 

3.33 

lS»3»a«tty 


3.8S 

3.75 

3.66 
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There was a tefideacy oa the part of the per- 
sons with Mgh !ieed ,'>chiev 0 ffien"t to hsTe, on the 
whole, lower ratings than the persona with low n 
ACh» 

The results of the female sample also showed 
the sa?ae treads m found in the case of males. 

tVhen the criterion groups were compared in 
terms of their self-ooncepts on the farourahle traits 
C©*g., kindness, Intelligencei , the social traits, 
{e*g* prestige, socialstlity) , and the unfarourabla 
traits, (e.s*» Jealousy* ehedience) , It was found 
(see Tables 4.14a, b, «, and 4«l5a, b, c) that the 
private self of the malee, high n Aoh group Included 
two favourable traits (kindness, honesty) a*Ki one 
social (pereuaslveneos) one unfavourable trait 
(impilsiveness) • Th® iK>cial self of these subjects 
consisted of one favourable trait (honesty), one 
social trait (prestige) and one unfavourable trait 
( ifi^pulsivenees) . 

The private eelf of the saale subjects who 
were low on a dchieveaeat was described by two 
favourable traits (kindaeas and honesty) * no 
social trait* and ^ aafavourable trait. Ths so- 
cial af this eoa^aed one favourable 

trait (inwMpt^)* 'tea aeaial feraite (prestige* 
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traits (Tables 4*l4a, 

^ @ f -5^i 4 jK-SKfisI ^ bf at 

tilt tiiclmito)^ of uafairouraM^ tr^iSe In fcijas 
eaut &t %im aabjisets ^th a hi-sh mmii 
a'^ ii^^iuslaa of l^j ©ast of th;>3a 

who w«f« 3,0® n ieli mm& to tEK^ioal® ttmt th« 
P@r®os» -with a Mgh n 4eb wtiro mm orltioai of 

/tiO u?^2lltioal aoXr ii:M<^® 

Of tim 3.0® n a«Is i^rmp p®re*lT@4 » furtiiojp iMpi^ort 
wisaa it mm a^offirod timt tiss o«3.f»i^^ifpt of this 

4i4 mt im^um Its it «f tfc® aocisi tsmite 

moo* 

t«kyXm 4*3.411, % m, mfs^ 4*3$®, b, o, furtb«p 
poiat «it tfeat is tiws <»»*» of fsraalt sasbjoot® too, 
tl«s« ®b3 mm iow os is ^i^iarosest, lut ia» 
olsaigs of t!to utt£mmmyx& osr sooisl t«ltB 

4 a 44®oriMog tteir s#3.f*eoi^®ptt oa th® ps^ifat® 
soif« tis til® aooioi a^f« osiljr oso eosissl tssit 
Iffootii:®) warn oo44 wi^io mm ago Is so asrowoos^ 

tjniiit • 

fiii foisal.® «li» !i^i4s4 Mgh os smnNI 

la t^if- friimto o^f, »m immwm^ 
M® ilmsm^U %m tmitm ipatmttm* •o®4»» 

mm fimit i%s^i^m.mmm$}* 
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HATl'IlS O'f A FIVl-POI’fT SC'tlJ-’- 
"SOCIAL 3uLF» 


"'“'"■’'gs"'”' ■' 


■"‘"aIbs 


r-lT^pg “ ’ 

Traits 


Low 

id-i^h 


1. Teafa-spii’it 

b*4b 


S.69 



3.40 

2 * ropularl^'y 

S*4S 

b #01 

b.b? 

w .46 

S* Jealousy 

2,31 

2*16 

2.18 

1.05 

4 • r’l ndness 

S*62 

S#55 

3.37 

3.93 

5* Obedience 

S,31 

3.44 

3.06 

3.60 

6* Impulsiveness 

3,75 

3.27 

3.81 

3.36 

7# hyoionlly attrac- 
tive b.si 

S.22 

S.12 

3.00 

d# Destructiveness 

2.81 

1«83 

2.18 

2* >3 

9# Prestige 

&,81 

£.94 

3. 37 

3.86 

10 *3oc lability 

3#56 

S»72 

S.56 

3.53 

11 •Inferiority 

2.25 

2.05 

1.50 

2.26 

12 •Intelligence 

S.43 

3.38 

3.75 

5.30 

lS*l-'ersuasiv©«e8s 

S*69 

3 .31 

S.43 

S.40 

14 •Control over 
emotiona 

3*4S 

3*33 

S.4S 

3.00 

15#BattOEty 

4.00 

4.11 

4.00 

4.00 

Figures 5, 

d, 7, 

and a show 

the mean 

rating of 


th® subjects on all the 15 traits. 


BISCRK'PAffcy SCOHES* 

Tb© mmbar of posit iir© discrepancy scores was 
greater in the high a Ach groups both mles and feiaalea 
than the low n Ach groups (TatOte 4*16)* This indicates 
tiiat the fear that other® would under- eatitaat© them 
was more pronounced in the individuals who were low on 
n Aohieveraeat* fhs mean diacrepar^y scores (tlabl 044.7) 
of TOles high n Ach gr<Htp ««» -*0*98 m against -2*71 
of the low a Aoh gr^p* In the of females# the 

a^n dtecrepancle® were 0#89 (high a Aeh) and -i.da 
(low n Ach)* fhe mmm differences » both aaongst the 

-«Ww 

iml«m and feaalee were statletieally eigMfi^at at 
the lews^ of eei^ldenee* this was supported by tie 
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fuMg 4.i6 

mnmwmm o? smp-eo*isiEi>f s 

(PRl^Af® SHF Ml'mfS SOSXH m.f) 


m 

tmltm 

Hign 

I^Tsi 

mmm 

mgh Low 

tm Tm$m spirit Cs)« 

-0*1S 

—0*10 

-0*^ 

40*13 

2* Popularity (s) 

-0*18 

-0.2S 

*»0 #!l2 

-0.33 

S» Jealfl^ay (If) 


40*ia 

40*32 

40.27 

4* Kin^mm Clf) 

<^►0 #iS 

40 #20 

0.00 

40.07 

ohe&i&mm (u) 

40*12 

*(0,1? 

4© «€0 

40 m%& 

6* Ii9pjtlaiT®a@mi Ctf) 

40*00 

40*19 

-0*13 

7» PinyaiosOly 

•0*ST 

-1*TE 

-o.ia 

m4Q 

«t trust iv« CPI 






-0*00 

^ »#0 

-0.47 

t« Pr««tlgs (si 

-0#S2 

*0 *02 

40*44 

40*40 

iQ«3ooiaMltty (s) 

0^ 

*0 #S4 

40.37 

-0*20 

11 .lufsrtori^ (tfl 

-0,1^ 

-0*08 

41.00 

0.00 

12»Ztlt<Hig«i%3stt (?) 

0*00 

-0*88 

-0*69 

-0*74 

IBrnPsitsaMstwsmmi S) 40 •!£ 

-0*1? 

40*19 

-0.20 

t4«<€^ntrol sves 

40 »^60 

40*12 

-0*18 

40*33 

softtlsa (F) 





l$«.BIl»u«sty (F) 

40«iO 

-0.2S 

—0*25 

-0*34 


*B m ^«i«x Sf * Vi>£mmimyie Trait*; 

W m Trait* 


wsm 0^ SHP aoneispt 

imtfjSB -* sociH bbu) 
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on the eesres ef i^ositiv® ami aega- 

tire traits C!Selile 4*ls)^ flas nmToot of aegative disere** 
paiieies ea pooitt^m timit® ms ^rs in the mse of per* 

Boas with low a Aohier^eat hath in the laales &m fms&lm. 
fho naiiber #f aegetire dimrc^aeies on asgatlif® traitti 
was ©or® in the ease of Mgfe n mh gimp. 

smmm Cbimehsiom o* 'mo measurb),* 

the fiadihge to this are® w^gested that the Mgh 
s doMereeant eeiwaea to go with a self eoneept eonsleting 
of Ca) ii^ialsiYeiieeei, (h) aiaf^rei^eot, (e) eociahilitj, 
and (d) honeatp'* 

fhe self ooao^t deeorihed % Ca) kindness 
(h) ohedienoe me found to h# relate with the low imoant 
of a AoMeriweat* 

The aahiaeta with a high need for Mhimomnt alawred 
a tmdemf for bei}:^ self *orlt leal. This me absent in 
ease of those who were low on n leh* 

Xndiwidisnla pemeesing a high need for aehiermsirt 
aemod to hare leas feax of being nnder^eatimted tgr ethera* 
wherma those wore low on a aeh egj^roeaed a greater 
memint of enoh fear* 

B. COMfOSf-BlSCOMFOSf 'JJllgfTs 

tS^pothoeie waa that beeaeae of the lem fear 
of failnre in a pemoa with high need Aehier^nenfc* the 
anxiety lee^ md the seed for 4oM«m»ent weald he inr«rae* 
ly related to eaofe et^* 



130 


Oa %lie Sialsa Sealfi sastan scoraa of 

the ^hj^te with high a Aoh were 24^ aad those 

of low n A&ht Ctahls 4,18| , in ease of femalsa, 

tlKJoe poeseesiog Mgh a lol^eiresjeat sQore4 S3 *94 while 
those with low a loh obtained a eoore of 20«0$« 

the li waMe of iiw^ia differeoee me 1*1S la the 
ease of uailoe (df Sl| .16) , 

Htheugh tl» mmn dlfferenoe was mt algaifloant, 
the respite litdlesiteil the treode t awoaget aalee \im 
srelatiohehip between aarioty and a AeMmtmmt waa in 
the pxedieied direotlon* In eaee of feiaalea, lK>wer(®t, 
the find Inga were ©ppoolte. 

the figure ^ siaive the Mean anrlety eooxree of 
the subject a. 

table 4.ia 

Asiisrr sco?m 


'se'' ■ HMM" 


Saoraa 

Mgh 

lav 

Mgh 

low 

ifUlH 

14»a3 

liJI® 

81.94 

80.68 

31 

18*1^ 

184»6 

18.89 

18 .81 

3% 

1«S8 

4WSt 

4JI7 

4.8» 


the j^iety Sooree the a ibeh eeeree ef 
81 and 88 fe^ijiAae wssre ^m^ated with a wlew to 

dlairraarle^ tfe® jpdSMi^ifeaaelilp beiwf»a the twa^ the 

lei^ftaleafei od* aearalattea wiKa -^wS® fbr 
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malm and jSS tm {faM.® 4«i9)« 

TaMa 4»i9 

-PRODutT TnotMtNT SOlFfIGIlifS Of OOTtaELAflOS BMWHW 

a mm Mm aixiot mmm 

S» MJILIS fSMALBS 

r (n • 5g) {n « 36) 


T 




mmum Cbi^mbios-b* ) i 

fh» immiltw a^Kias with M,$h 

m AaM«rm«mt poaaeasad iea® anxiety wMle tJaase with 
law a Aeli expraaeed »»r« amiety* 

41ff«ram;s«s mxa statist laalljr mt 
atg-nXtlewntf tim tsadad te SK^pext ti» visa that tlwra 
«aa a» imrmtma vdlatiaasMf Tawtwt^ tim seed for Aelslera* 
ai«at and letsl of anxiety* 

Ce^flaiettie «f eorrelattea Beiireea tl» anxiety 
•swraa and a 6aB iwasae ear# ■•♦58^ and *08 anang t&a aslaa 
and tl9« feisale# r^iipastiT^y* 

^mmautn 

T!wi gjpeapa were alao eeagpared fer tfea 

paraea^ity yedsteifna tiwsr ttwwngtt. t^>f ■well'* 

lasewa iNiata i tSst jSaii?salt8#3bi $#<it tlMi yjkf • 
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A- THS HOHSCMACH flSf j 

It ms Ssslieg t» sts^ the cr it tr ion groups 
ta tsjms Of tho following Rorsebach cstegorios s(i) Total R, 
(it} Wf l># Mf (ilijf jfiproaoht (it) Motsmntt (▼) 

Bxpsrisnes Trp®, (iri) Qmtmt (a, M, A, M) , (til) 
f p«r o»at» C»lli) f +p«3f esat, a^ ti» (lx) f i M ratio, 
tae tbeorsttml ooosiSsrstloas usasrlyiiag tho ooaespt of 
a Aob pro^tss tim selootlon of tbess Ijodiots oa tint 
aarsobaob Tstt. 

Sioos ta« sssitsr of rsspoosos tarioA fro» sab4eot 
to sM also frrnt omo groop to «aotb«r« It was 

ooosiaarsA attlml^e to traat mmh oategosy taliMi in toms 
of its porooutago of ta# total a of eaeh group* Tho total 
mj&hmr of rospooms pro4lttcoA ty tbe extras groups was » 

^9 (®sl«s* Mgli n Aoh) f tW (saloa, low n Aeb) ; 320 
(fomlos* hlgb a Aeh) $ araS 247 (fonaloot low a Aoh) • 

(i) TOTAL Mi 

It ma found tast assist salss* tboss posssssiug 
Isigh nssd AoMwtsaeat j^duosd asrs raa^oasss than 
tboss wl» trtur# low os a Mb (Tatle 4<,f0)* Tto aworags 
sise'Nnr of ysi^saos proNteoad tfea two gimf® ssa ^.6® 
and ii«Sa rospootitsly* Tlia isaaa diffaraosa was statist 
tiatiljr aigatfioaat at jAIS lasalv (t m i^«41| df s 

la aaaa af fAwalas# fessaww?# tfcs traad was 
Oj^slta# m«s fearing feigfe M A^awanaiit gaw Isas 
j iwipsT ^ sas tlsis tfea ssmsi law as it CiTdtt) • IHia saan 

gusraafa-ttiai safe aat iidatiatiaally siiptfl^wt# 
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fama 4*20 


jIVS/IOE 01? BSSPOHSIS 0^ fim 

mmCEAQU TEBT 


SS ] 

Sooresf iii s;ii 

SfALHS P^ALES 

Low l^gh 

{ifalS) (Kttl4) 

Low 

(nal4) 

MFAS 

18*09 

11*88 

15*71 

17*84 

SB 

il,B4 

2*81 

0 

8*18 

iL 

</#O0 


- 



Cii) w, m> 

Th& with Mgh mmd A&M&rmmt gwvw SO *77 

pm wmt t iraapa«»@s m against SS*9S per oant in cane of 
taalee who wm& Xme on n (oignificniiit at *05 lereX) « 
(TalJl® 4.21) . 

taKle 4*21 

B^01!®3BS CLASSIFIED J^CmPtm fO LOCA- 

ijos ow fm muscmcK tssr 
C II Bm CHIT ) 


Isooatloii 


LOW Mgii 

LOW 

w 

88.77 

{88*00)* 

84«84 

(80*00) (80*00) 

(20.00) 

B 

88*89 

(88.87) 

88*79 72*27 

(88^7) (88*8?) 

?s*o« 

(86*^ 

Bii 

8*84 

(1S»88) 

8*28 8*18 
(18*8S) (18*88) 

8*0? 

(i3*ssi) 



135 


faraal# tim high n Aoh group 

proitoo^ mm l»« CS4*54 p«s c«nt) than %im low n A«h 
group CM«S« p«r ««nt) » 

The B respowiMsa -mm mom friquoatly givou hy th* 
high j Moh grmp p«v oont) than the low 

a Mh gi^p {S5*'79 per eent)« Tfe® differeneee were »ig» 
atfieeat at »0S level* 

fho fmmXm sample 41d not differ la terms of s* 
Both tM Mgh end. lew groups produced e almilar number 
C?2*0? end ?2«j9d p«r eeat reapeotively) of B reepoaeee* 
Both ia the ease of mhiee end f<esal«s» the high a Aeh 
sub4eets to produce lees Bd*e tism the low a Aeh 

aubjeete* 

(iii) m’pmmUi 

To etul^ the epproeeh the «ipeeted 
were eoi^ted eBOordiin® to tlaa leelc^e fsanwile t 
(B«eM, 1944* p»@4)« 


feme 4*22 

assi;nefs €i.assi?iss Micmmm to tm 
jmstojuou ow tm rmt 


Se 

¥ 

3 

m 

Ugh 

Wl 

B 

(B4) 

WAT.ea 

l«*e 

¥t 


iM) 

mgh 

m 

m 

im 

fmMm 

t>m 

m 

m 

lllllllllllllll^SSlIIIII^^ 


136 


t& tmmXma high «» viP.1 a» low 

n groups was una^itmg^hMwtm &n M* a a!i4 

®ir«?«a®thasi& ©aw*# {TaKl« 4*ES) • th» U*# wr« ovaap- 
¥jr iliMit famal® Mgh mM Im a Aah 
In mJLm* mm msm^ is th» ©a»« of high n Mh oa«e», 
aaS iin4«7«a|^imaiis«d in the easa of eahjaata low oa seed 
^hiawaatest* 

Civ) 

^mrn i^tmm that hath is th» mm of *8l«« 
«s4 tmioXmw iBihJaet# high ea a Aoh pr®^«©4 algiilf ionatly 
Moara M mA m thaa thoaa irfe aaoare^ low on it* 

f»mo 4>2S 

SIOV33afSMi‘ EMK)I©SS 0» THE gORSCKACH 

fm 

Ci» m 8isr) 


ill 

EOOIlOJOOIfNi 

mgh 

"UltSS 

1.011 

||||||{||^^^|j|||^^ 

liOV 

M 

9(409 

4*Si 

ii»9« 

4«4S 

JIE 

tBsn 

4.f4 

4«$4 

t««8 

« 


m 


9^ 


Xa aaiXaa.^ M«* aa* la* « »* **««P« **• 

Xar » aawi •<(« aa4 4wa 3»*» »•»* aai Xw W »>»* •"* 
4JH V** •«* *W«»**»*a*« wwawaaMa* ngaxaa 
tmvm mm ^ tmmim mf ilM aa* 4^ »*r aa«» far 

K» wai 4«i4 «ad iwil f w* 
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Cf ) OTMIMCB 

fit® ^lane® ims M C in east of male 

idEh ms4 low a leh sal»jeets« (faiae 4,24) , la ease of 
fmmX ^9 it mm M C fey tJ» Msli a Aeh sabjeets sad 
M C ia IJ® ease ef sab jests wbo were low on need Achiere- 
laeat# 

fable 4,24 

sspMOTDB m»s oir fm aoHsciiACM xisf 


Ss 

10^7 i^yite"' ' 

M 

* 

£0 

Pettera 


Ugh 


> 

@ 

»>o 

UMMU 


lew 


1 


1I>C 


Mgh 


t 


H>C 

wmm,m 


lew 

a *78 

1 

0.B0 

IKS 


(wt) mmwmt 

fable 4^ albews tbat I mm ywo^eed mtm by 
mbjeeta eitb M«& mm MUmmumt betb ia tsaies m 

m mwrn giwa laeye fre^atty 
^ iiese i^saeasias 3 tbese wbe were lew 

ea it. fbse aaeaak ef 4 mm eoaal ta tto male erit«rt»a 
gre^a (S1«T9 ^«r seat for tb* b4«b aad 88«9$ for lew) • 
ta tlte amm tmadath M mm jpereteawd were by the 
higii j| imh gseest C8f «8f wme eeet) thee the lew a seh 
CSft<»<i§ |ter ewt) • fhe a»3e« with Mgh weed 
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mhXmm&xit gaT« 1mm M thmn thamm with low n Mh. 

ThB figiijp«8 iHiizig; 1*S7 «iid 2#li ^©r o®at roapootivoly* 
In r«aal«s tfe» «»• vmmxB9A* iJahJocts with high 

n Aeh pTO<£la©a4 i«&ipe M {S#00 p«p ©ant) tbaji thoa« who 
w«r« low os it (l^*S4 par ©«at) , 

tatel# 4 #25 

0I.AS3IPI1B jicocmmm to the 

SOSTMT 01 THl SOESOHACK T^T 
( IS PM csaiT ) 


s© 

E«a^iia«© 

mgh 

m'M 

wmjoJm 

Mgh 

law 

H 

17*^ 

i#*34 

UM 

10*12 

B3 

s*©i 

g«4S4 

h»*4 

4.0S 

A 

SS*7t 

m*n 

m*zft 

3S**S 

A* 

i*s? 

ZM 

9w00 

3.24 


(wii) f Aim s-v pmcsaTASiss* 

]^th tiMi nal© msd tmemlm anhiaata who s©ore<S high 
aw »lit«is»4 la««r T para^mtag© thaa thos* 

wh» «« 7 © law oa a (TiOOw 4M) » fh» f «a» 

fffir bwAw high gsawp «*i far th» l«w gxoap 

sigaiiri^i^ at M Th* «arwipa»4i«g 

ttmam la thw ©MM »f fMwlMi •«» T4^f ma& 
fiM wm» 1«w« la tha «••• 

with high MM* iwhlwfwat thw* «hl« ©a 

w hMi l^fFwwhww algi^iaah* at •hi Iwawi) • I« 
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CJt^SSIFIEB 4CCOR33im TO 

mm. m tm hohschagh test 

{ in IBM om ) 



' '' iSLM 


iSSSi 

Elg^ 

Imr 

HgH 

lew 

F 

49,3$ 

31^§ 

74,6$ 

7S.S0 

F + 

S1«S3 

€S,94 

6t.7 6 

48,08 


fffiaia#* to#, tlas «0 w !*0 »«©r «4 Mgh oa a Aoh la 4 lower 
?+ |>«r« 8 fatiig« ( 68 . 741 ) tiaai ttooo# 1*0 wor« low oa It 
ie3«6®) * 

T«m« 4 #^ pr«80Bt» tJse ratio totwooa tlio t aad 
tii» M rwo9®6«#ii# TI18 sialo Mgli a 4oli jfioldod » 

Wi H ratio of 8#84ii «Mlo low a ioli oatjoot* proineed a 
mtl® of f«S8ti» la «ao« of foaoloo, tfc« 4iff«»wae«» woro 
wsft largo tloogi^ t&o t»»» troai woo aotM. Slio «ati«ot» 
wita Mgfe a h&4 a ratio of 3,1611 iMX* ttooo witti low 

m mh ottftiiooi a ratio of 4 ,iSifl. 

ftfUo 4,87 

Iff ta ^ ¥ IX OS SSSSSMl 
tist 


m 

Boi^^oswoo 

t 

4 

X 



8,84 

t 

tm 

nmm 



t 

im 




t 

tm 


Wsm 


i 



f&i Mmtm lo 1^ iJt tlai ramtlis on tlio 
EOS'OOlsiOll foot* 

C^®S01III«IfT ThtTM^ i THS HOHSCHACH ISK 

mot 

fM EoiP##&sefe test diffoir^ttatoa ^tvoon th« 
oltritoifton wm tfAlmm i laloo posaaooii^ high 

of u Aofcdoraa^nt voxo ssarfeod (a) groator proOuo- 
tiTlty, C%) loan ir»», aM» wmTtt 3D»«* (e) »or« M rmpommm* 
(4) g»oait«r smthm of h on4 Bd ia OQnt«nt» (•) l&wwt f 
^f) lo«or *04 lamit aei»aX Wtl ratio* 

In o«»« of foraio onOirato of ton toe raamlto oora 
inoonoiotoort^* 

B# f M f Mf i 

tao mmpmmm o* tM i^iroolmoii foot tb* tit 
otoaioo vara amtlys^t^$ io ti^nni of itet total aeailHiv of 
otorio* ira4*^o«4 oooli gra*B« flora «m 144 vtovioo 
pra4aoo4 %ir tlio ih^o Jiiga a ao& graap* *a4 iOSS Iqr tb» 
lov a ioli graoB* la ««»• «*■ f«»^«o» oat|«et* high 
oa ao«4 ioMoiroaoat pra4aoo4 144 vteHrtoo vhilo tlvoo rao 
vogpo Mm o* It* pvsNfeMV^ iM otoiira^ follovlag tho 
fOvBara ara^ra of raalrsA** tlio f Af raspoaora vora ora- 
lyisoi fov t&o ffilloiilag ratogovlos t of ai a i llag 

f Co|t|»o ^ |li)fee«*tara^ of otojy* 

Co^lragtli ^ olw* wr oteas^ ta ot^^y* 

|#|i*4lo*t^a «€' aailtoaSorao ^ lai*8l*i««i| |l*»oti«a*l 

4ipaot« i (ol^raKKiliai «»o4 of tito ti^aw 



^ I ■' H A ‘ ^ 

j ] '.{ .;:t; •^[;;. : ! ;! ' I •. | ■ . : ■ ’ .. : ' 

'/I .'Tg;s^ i 

■i"”":--' :' ;’'“''r- \'[ i\ '■ . .’ . • • ' ; . ? ■ 
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Vi hove 

1:1 IRovii.cwhc.'H 


s- A. « I A 
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144 

SairlffoiBaftat t (a)7^jitiQnsMps ploika7«€« 

f%| ta to otntTaX flpiTOc aafl fg.GaMtTMti 

ftgara Iat3r®i«>7®6mi Sitaatton t CaHoaoription of tJtm 
posltiTO eoatml figure* 

I* wjtTB OF mmcsim mTmxAJLs* 

(m) TWPE OF afmji 

f»M0 4»m mmmmrizm tim remiltm in tbie mrm* 
fm» mt^ory wm mMiwUm tat® U) ®«a3t aad (%) fmaimmy* 
If the alttiatloa ptatar®^ mi® tataepratai a® a aroaia «r 
vimiun, it me mer»4 mm m faataajr atoxsr* 

Am latagF m par e«al atorta® of tl» aaXa 

iiig& a mh s^emm a^ 7i«t3 fov tlm Im a Aeh sxmp 
were of a rmil. aatavo* Bitfmtmmm mm mt atgajurt- 
oaat* fig;urm tmr the fmmJim aalijms^a 

wmro $9«S4 (Mgii a JimH aa<l 6S«1S (low a TMa 

4if forttxme mm ®ig«dLft®aat at leir^* 

fim mt&Ttm «f tim fantasy typ® mrm mre frmqiumt-’ 
My gtwm ty the liigb a Mh gatoap la the mmm of amlm 
»m W the low a Amh gprm^ la mmm of f«aal«o» la h&th 
the aaa«a» diffmroaeoo aero atatiatlooliy etgnifleai^* 
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4,28 


tAf sfMiis f WAYS OF 
MAfmiMS 
I IS pm ClSf ) 


— ^ — - 

Ostegorlda 

ssm 

%gh 

I^w 

— TOSS 

WX^b X^hp 

fWM 

E#ax 

S9*l^ 


0834 

8232 

l%sita^ 

i$*Sg 

1034 

4#i4 

2S3i 

mmtMmi 

I>^©a74pttT« 

msx 

S1«0O 

2434 

3% mXM> 


24.15 

mm 

S*2S 

1038 

Pgruas^d 

4&»4? 

mm 

44«S^5 

8530 



7? .80 

mm 

2030 

iMm 

44 # 25 

9*S0 

60»72 

8534 

xmvsKm 

i9«2S 

4«SS2 

734 

1230 

m&nAMmM 

wmwm^w 

14,^f 

J33S 

^31 

1431 

Qm^wa^ Mgjma 


43£ 

434 

15.55 


(1^) mmsms^ of sfc^i 

A 4I^3^» F#Th^»# B3tty fet 4iMt» 

0Ylp^AF4# <^pis*st4* diMMtgip'tiy* »toi?y 

e^t««4 «»»iiaS « »«» 9i p«epl« « 

mimnA i» %i» »l®*3f 

tdld l»t AeriiiK «©&»• ftf tli® 

wisg«»Ma^ « «taiaj[^ i» tlw ^taat^iim 4^i4««4« 
F$ii«aiF» « 4|r*w«t« tjpwi^fw®* ij^ngdi %l» tI«B8a» 0M 
it aim maplm «a*3F<« «fcw# 
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at^riee af a isitiura wt9 mora 

firtqment tst tha ^aa at mml^ 2.a« » Aato in^bjaata CSi-OO 
adTiA) "febaa ta aaaa at tiia aHl&Jactig isl^h on aaad 
^hi&ws^^% |£S«9i pay oai^) • tijs dittofanoa w&b b©A 
slgnitioanfe* la ta®alaa tioo tlie nano liifand a®* f'iai’liOLa* 
fiai 9i atatis atoriao mw »o»a aoBong 

%m mtm w9t9 low os Hood /loMenroraowt tlan 

wl» wOfw Mgibi oa it* Tbo tigciTw l»ing £4»15 par 
«»ai sn^ SS«$3 p«e o«wt; 4a ^ waloa high and low 
n Aoh g*w»p» wowfootivdl^ faigaifloaiit at .OS 1«?«1) { 
a»l S<iJ@ and %^*W$ pow ooal in owwa ot tomlea high and 
low aahjoetw afoapaotiwalj (not algsitiottiit) • 

ths d^pmwdle wtorioa wes« pro^ood wore treqweatlj 
hjr tho owaidsmi ot tha Mgh a Aoh laala wihjoeta s 4$ *4? 
pm tham tlio low a mh sahjoets (i8«4^| • fito 

diffowi!^^ iwiO aigaitloiiiit at tho *dl l«r«l« 

(«> -jumm m tm mmtt 

A otoxsf ao^oiisMoi 9^ «e noaro tiam iJ&O woxdo 
mm toarmodi aa a Iwag atowy* stowiow ooii^riaiag 1 «m tbaa 
100 w^dw wmm iwofttod oo ohoirt* 

fho atorioa aiiort Is loagth «m nowo two^ontljr 
giwoa %r the low » iioli groii^ is mm «t aaloa (T? JlO 
par o^ai^ tisss hgf ttio hi|^ a AOh gretip C49«60 pm wwt) • 
law dlftOBMwaoo «•* «ig«4fi««Mit fti lwnl« 

gtadlostj'# loog i^tii^oo w«w« j^rodteoed woww 

"bp tiai aatlo wahlwtw Mgh os oo«4 ^ttiwowRond 
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(46^3 psr esat) tfeaa fey febs«« me low on 1* 

(f #3® p^T oei^) » tilt dif f wrenoo mo slgiiif leant at 
0^1 loirol* 

Ci) m^moi os cmmB m thi storts 

If tlie etoxy-tolieif intro^oedi any elmraeter or 
edified it in any of sltuntioaa pictured* tt waa 
soereS in ttste eategory* la the ease of laaless additloaa 
waire mda s»r« fraq^i^tXy fey tfee itlgli n Aeh group (i9«S8 
per eeat) titeut the anfejeote who iwre low on a Aoh C4.32 
par o«Qt| « fhe dlfferenoe was sigaif leant at the .OS 
lewel* In ease of tbs tread waa reversed, addition 

or ehange wm^ mm fre^enUy ofeeerved in the safe J tots 
who were low on n Ash (t2*St per esfd^) than those who 
p&mmmmA high n Mh (?«d4 pm oe^d)* XdfffGrei3ee» ixwevinrf 
was not slgnlfioiirist* 

fe| xmmMtoM Qf cm smsuoisioif} 

mMm&vmm or ij^eeisioia oevtld either fee en the 
part «f the me mm the part of the eentrel 

figare* Wmm the atery taller w»i amfele to deeM 
feelween the differ^ florae of olt^astivee In relatiea 
to the si^tioa ptetnred* it ms tenaed a» •ahbtwaleme 
mm the past of lauRmlfer** itwoi the story tefliler plaeed 
the figure is a ettaation the latter 

Ithe rt«»re) me njanfl^ to deetde hetwoea a 

am ^terairtiiwei*- 1* wet «»Ilei •tmwaleaoe ea tlie 
pwrt tf 
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nets aer« in th9 ea«e 

Qt sto®i«s liy thi» malm with higii n mb, (li*i7 

pm eengfe) tbm tlis lew a mb (15*8® pwr eeni)* 

4IS.fCier®i^# sl^tistteaHy net signlf leant* In 
ilm eaae &f tw^%m teo» etoriea serlced by awblTaleaea 
ea jpiyet at tair^ier weye raore lyaqaent aneng tlM 
Mgli a mh |2$*6i per eent) taan tbsae with 

low a MMevffiss^at Cl4«31 per c«*rtj) * Ms aiffwrenee was 
sigaifiimat mt *08 Iwrel* 

fim e«ral3Pa4«-fipUM» ai^valwsee was 88>rs freqaeat 
In ibs wale Mgb m Aeb s^Tmp (8*28 per eeeit) tlsia la ibe 
anle low a mb gseap (4*Sg pme * tha glfferenoe 
ii»« signif leant at lerel* fbt tzwasi was Twwmtaw^ la 
tl]^ ease of fmmlm* Steiriee with eentxal flpure as^* 
walenee mm mm tmmbbt in tbs aabjeets wlw seereA 
lew an ne«8 mbimmmnt pas eeiat) tl»m tbs ease at 

ttie btflL jl mb ftewp (8*84 pm* e«»t) * fMs Miwmnem 
tee WHS fouise to be signifieaat at *08 lenrsl* 

II* mofioiii. ts?ic73* 

faille 4«^ l^wsei^s tlis yesalte iralateA te tHm 

jfcW MiNb 

Ca> msfAHisi OS' tm mmtt 

tbe swbwitftidtewi ef this mims-my mwA m 

mmum mm wsm ta tbe m^u 
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taiae 4,2$ 


tm mmtm t wjTjom aspigts 
( m cisf ) 


m 

Sat^^aify 

Ugh 

HALIS 

Lcnr 

vwjiLm 

mgh 

XrOW 

FESTAILIliS ilSOB 

35' *» mm 

imjb 


2S«Si 

22*92 

17,04 


iS#9? 

S.7$ 

4,17 

14,81 

l&pp3f 

liai 

€#17 

1S«29 

8*67 

BabappjT 

as«£^ 

sa«s? 

22*92 

84*81 

J^agi^ 

4a 


m 

m 

Caaeil.iat&s|r 

* 


m 

m 

Pillar 

@«l^ 

tJis 

4*17 

0*74 

faapsrifariag 

S^f 

«*?$ 

2*?S 

2*SNI 


Z*fB 

SdO$ 

4*89 

2*22 


B*n 

««@2 

17*8i 

9*62 


ta #«»« «f %»tli aai Tim AUfmeemBm 

Itaaaviar# mi ast atovtaa vitli aa mealV 

iair aaa# ami aaia faeqmrtyiy ^ tfea aaia «ab4*ata 
tAth Mnii mm A»M»fmat mm» "smrn Uffmmmm 

wm aigMflaii^ *©1 n» tmaAm mom& %tm 

txaai# mmrn m %m %m $ imh gxmw 

{4M pKt mm} mm rnmm w •* mmum mm^ tm 

mm m ■#! imit* laai^iwi attli 

j mmmmrnamr mm im m tmm 


mt&Ttm with m mmk tlmn tise fmlea «!» »«r« low 

oa it* fa tl^ i^es* %h» of atox'los witli a 

ii^o4 mm el^atfiosatly aojpo ( *09 l«r^} «f«»q g 
tiio low a AoSt tl^a oaos oeojplog tii^b. oa it# 

III* ^mmm wiomm fmsos bsiitio^. 

im) wttmmit 

It 1^ im mmt ftm tm fMe 4*S0 tl»t if *52 
p99 ««at of tlm »al« Mgfe a A»h grmp luaS iO *14 

pm mni of tiso smlo low a Mb gr&ap wore* oentrodi wcoaai 
tlio fiaiily r^fttioasMts* fho ^itfmamw wan oigwifi* 
oaat at *0$ %m^* tbs foaalo aiitjoota, mxm 

atorlos of tlwr low tbm of t!io Mgh « MU mbSmt» mru 
’0ao«4 oa tmiXy j^latioaoliiiis* the figwtm hoing 94*78 
aM 24 *84 pm ooat pmp«&tiT4&ym The 4iffer«Eie« 
slgaifioaat at «@ft leoiO.* fha trmi wtm atpoaitw the 
f«Miilea» tlioash tl» 4dttmms» wsmi statiatioaHy 
aifioaat* 

JTeanlae with low a iMili pswdaoof a aigaifiowiiily 
SMmim mamm of ol^ea tte theiir oaox^wefowta with 
liil^ a Mb iotiotinf lowo solatioaitfili^ ami MmUomMm 
wb$Mh mm ^ a wamb mimem* 

4«9f «a tho mxi tago) 

|h| BfmMwm tv wji:fmv m vmmMi 

Iw twwai of tho 8*i^ioto4 lo w t otloa 

to tlio f lg»3BO« tho loltoo woo »l*o«i to a 

glio to f«r ^at u€ ofewptoo tar ^ 
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fttMe 4.90 


fAT smitS I 

i IW COT ) 


m 


l^LSS 


Qm%A^ovim 


low 

Bigh 

Low 

R&Afmmm^n 

fmmm‘ — 





^tsiljr 

19 *$2 

10*S4 


84*78 

looo 

li*87 

18*60 

84*50 

18*80 

Soeiol 


2$ *42 

19*S2 

26*86 

fmmA 

10#^ 

a«06 

14 *49 

8.14 

SITCATlOt iir as- 

FISRSfai J 






22*@a 


15*18 

10*86 

irafaTO^^lito 

S2*44 

41*84 

?8*14 

MM 


imOL* tlii »4«li » ^bjl«r«a«*t gmp. Am st^owl 

%Mm MM pmt ««* flsf ife* ta «mmmh ^ SmmXm 

low J mh Slaeoi ia « twmmxmVlm 

mi^tUmrn mstrn^mm mm la SMM 

pme mm^ Msimm of tfeo f oasl^i at«l» s oofe mmA 

%QM p«r ooi^ «f tfeo low a AoMowwoal tbo oonMI 

f iswwo woo ploooa la oltaotioa* tlio iUtmcmmm 

mm not oigi^flooal# 

t» otwri^, 

foao Mgfe »«i loo a «*««?« ooi?^lo«Sly tlio 

««rt»a n»«t i» •» wtfwwarti* •ttotiw. n« ««•»• 

mm oi^ga^tasi*^ ^ loool* 
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Vf* fisirai viasus i^JTB^opERsom sirtiATioi, 

Ca) B^oEipfioi Of tifg "fositr?! cl’TOa. 

Fiomii 

faMa 4 ♦Si gifaa tiie p«r sa«iti stoviaa alaaalfii^ 
«a©&i‘4ii^ t© th® Seaefiplida of th© posit iv® oontral 

4^81 

fAt &mitm * oiraAL figure- uraiiPEasom 
simmos 

C ts OUST ) 


38 

Oatflgor^ 

msa 

ESLSS 

l<cnr 

Btga 

Xav 

cnmMitmtmmu 

«gff8;t 

iS«il 



ll»ijD 


44«34 

4«9g 

4*$3 

0*T4 

Saag 


4a«40 

ag.T? 

Si»44 

oaigaias 

• 



a» 

Or^tira 

w 

aa 

0««9 

«a- 

saif^Siraatlag 

m 

- 

«» 

- 

Eaaiam43.a 


0^ 




1% 80^ S# •»«» tiat 4a 1S4^1 par ©eat gifea Sy 

t*» a»l.a ai^laa^ swMPiag «» j AaS aa« 4a 4^ par 
aaal aliwtaa gif aa l@r 4i» «i4a iaa a iaH iRS|aata» 4^ 
^piSiaa ti^sam wm ^ an^ilaaa. m 

nlffarawHi aM ^ #4 iaw^* 4**4 *•»• 

f .anaaa^ #dl® iN«fe rtaataa ^ tfca Wgfe ««* 44#^ »« 




^£i«.ceH-r 
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' i CtV^'^9uSV 

; . iQ'ii n>Kfc , . 
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seat stories of the low n Aeh sobjeots described eentrsl 
figure ss si^itlims* fise difference was significant at 
•OS lersl* 

Jm as 24*84 per cent stories of the male high 
and 4*S# per cent of the saale low n Aoh groups described 
eeatral figure as suoeesaful Cdlffexenoe significant at 
•0t Isr^) • fhe eorrsspondlng figures in esse of the 
resale sas^le were 5*SS per oeat end 0.74 per eeat ree* 
p^tiwely. (dlffei^rsoe signif leant at wOl level) * 

mmum (pmsouAim PATm^i tm Tmmfm 

jmmQMpTXQw mf ) * 

Perseae i^th Mgt m J»k s^ppMured im be realistio 
Cgiviiig ^fester essb^ of stories with reelistie theoe) * 
end iBsgii^tive ^redesii^ Isocgeer mmibmp of stories is 
wMoli or shanges were neie) « 

%pe«lte tft tlie bgrpetlWHils fersnlsted earlier iClmptm M) 
iHlileets seerii)^ hi#i os n Ash were shsreeterised bar 
sithivelensse sal isdesision (pieiiteiss greeter owadMor 
etories with rnkbiimlmaa sad the ewatrel-ftgiire 

anhivsleaes) . 

:nahil|'« Mgh saeeaii ef j A^eveaeat seeswd to 
he rslstsd to s fsvessshle pereeptlUm of the eariroaaea^* 
Cl^i^dxteias Issge ma^km ^ stories is i#iieh eestrsl 
figsre is flseei i» s fsewamhls miamasat. 

sm is esse ei the itsrs^sstt fetft« hassf' toe 
tma^ stte» r«NHfS.sd trsmfts Jest eg^pssits to ttoss 



Ttm Figures IZ to i.sr preaeni a graphic rapresso- 
tatioEi of tim TAT fiatia^a. 

KTOPSIS OP THE 

fh® se»ia fiuSiaga cf this atu<iy'^ glTen in Tables 
4#M, 4»SS, 4*S4, wsK^ Tao stated as foXlovs* These 

remiXts IioXd true isiinlj la the i^se ef aale eub^eeta. 

It «as lMieat«^ that the mabjecta with high 

h ^h t 

*ym 

(«) peee^M less asieuat sf anthoritarlaalaBt} 
(b) M^e <J»B# esst tmpuslt Ire typa of reaetleiis io 
fmmtmtim situatio»i| 

Ce| eoe^ei Xeer on XevaX of aiixl«t}'i 
Cdl theofhl th^ieeXees to be horMsty per«misiip«, 
lapilalve and kludi 

{«) had less fear of beiog mader-eetifflated tgr 
etii«»si 

(f) mam aere eOXf«t^orltleal« 

Oh the INifWiibaeh Teet* the ladiridsaXs with IdliFh 

seed 

(a> i^rodaeed mm B| 

(b) prre maasm F s» B* s waA HE* ei 

(e) gheeed Xm» omamxn with m na& M$ 

(d) seered lee am 

(e> ebt«ia»l ^haeet aereal V|S iwtle* 

Op the Te«t« tise pmeae 

elth j§ 
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Tabl e 4^52 

SYI^OPTIC vie,, OE Tlif] VI®rTCJS:I 

Aim variables 


& VariablRw 


Ss 


MAIJ)S 

Low 


A# Ig.?'.i‘'ATf ^ELAIIOfs 

AUTHOR ITAR lA TISIT 
Mean 

3D 

B.I'lDIVIDUAL-EfTO-. 

Rlr.ATio:li ~~~~ 


i’EHALES 

Low 


15.50 

2.20 


16.72 

3.54 


16.95 

3.07 


16.53 

3.34 


rt J-i 


^ ACTIO 'ifS TO PROS- 
TRATIOIT 

0-D.e (in per cent] 
0-D,i ( 


0-D,m ( « 
S-D,e ( " 
S-D,i { '» 
S-D,m { 
TiT-P.e ( 
.W-P,i ( 
Y-P.m ( 


n 

H 

» 

ft 

ft 

« 

ft 


) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 


G » C01F0RT-DISG QlVFmT 

AiaiSTY LEVEL 
Mean 

SD 

D. EGO MEASURE 

SELP COmjEpT 


29.73 23.19 

29.24 

24 .55 

0.67 

0.42 


1.57 0.19 

«*. 

0,45 

5,63 11*03 

7.84 

10.05 

1.80 0,76 

6.57 

1.34 

8.78 a. 75 

7.63 

14.87 

20.72 24.14 

19.49 

17.63 

H»7S 7.60 

6.78 

9.82 

19.37 24,33 

22.03 

21.43 


24.88 

15.39 


SI .35 
18.00 


33.94 

18.30 


50.06 
16 .61 


(a) Traits on Pri- (l)liones-{l)aonefi. 

ty ty 

Tate Self given 

(2)Per8ua(2)Klnd- 
m^n ratings of sive- ness 

ness 

7.75 and above. 

siveness 

(4)£ii]dn^s 

(b) Diserepaaey 8cor« 


-(1) Hoiieaty{2) Kindnoss 

(2) Sociabi- 
lity 

( 3) Self-respect 

(4) lapilsivo- 
ness 


m ■ 




-2.71 

0.15 


0.S9 

0.14 


-1*48 
' o*is 
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Table 4.5S 

SYTOTIC VIEW 07 THE PI'DIYOS : I la . PERSO'TALITY PATTER’^ 
THE RORSCHACH TEST 


Variables 

Ss 


i^LES 

iiigh 

Low 

PE!; 

Iiigh 

^ALES 

Low 

A. PRODUCTIVITY 







Mean H 



18 ,69 

11.88 

15.71 

17.64 

3D 



11.04 

2.81 

6.24 

8.18 

B.LOCATIOfT 







(a) W (in 

per 

cent) SO .77 

38.95 

24.54 

21.86 

(b) D ( « 


" } 

65.89 

55,79 

72.27 

72.06 

(c) Dd( ” 

tl 

« ) 

3.34 

5.26 

3.18 

6.07 


G. APPROACH 


W.’ 

D (Dd); 

Wl (D) (Dd) ; 

WlDl(Dd) 

; wid: (Dc 

D.MOVEMSI3T 







(a) M (in 

per cent) 

8.69 

4.21 

11.36 

4.45 

(b) FM( " 

(1 

- ) 

10 .03 

4,74 

4.54 

5.68 

(c) m ( ^ 

n 

” ) 

0.33 

- 

0.45 

0.40 

E.EXPERIEUGE TYPE 

M>C 

M>G 

M>C 

M<C 

F.COHTETIT 







(a) H (in 

per 

cent) 

17.39 

16.84 

15.91 

10.12 

(b) }ia( * 

n 

” } 

3.01 

6.84 

3.64 

4.05 

(c) A ( “ 

n 

« ) 

33.79 

38.95 

37.27 

35.63 

(d) Ad{ “ 

ft 

" ) 

1.67 

2.11 

5.00 

3.24 

G .FORM 







(a) 1% 



69 .89 

81.05 

74,09 

78 .50 

(b) 



51.23 

63.94 

83.76 

68.08 

H.W s H RATIO 


3.54:1 

9.25:1 

2.16:1 

4,91:1 
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Ta'ble 4,S4 


SYFOPTIC Yim OF TKS FIlffilUGS: lib. PSRSOmiry PATTSR’^S 


Variables 


. - TtlE TAT 

\^f<taPoT4&e FRfecgue PGR.e6uT) 

^ SlLlS ■ FEliLES“ 

High Low Higii Low 


•^* W-AY 3 OF HA IDLING 


ifATERIALS 


I. 

TYPE 



Real 

69.00 


Fantasy 

19,32 

II. 

TRIATMS!^ 



Descriptive 

26.91 


Stat ic 

24.15 


Dynamic 

43.47 

III. 

LENGTH 



Short 

49.68 


Long 

46.23 

IV. 

ADDITIONS 

15.28 


V. AHBIVALSITGE 

Jfeirrator i6«67 

Central Figure 6 .25 

B. BMOTIOm ASPECTS 

I. PREVAILING MOOD OF THE 


STORY 


Drab 

29.86 

Exciting 

15.97 

Happy 

11.11 

Unhappy 

25.00 

Guilty 

0.69 

Terrifying 

3.47 

Suspenseful 

2.78 

Frustrating 

2.78 


G.CEIITRAL FIG.-SNVIROHMEHT 


Family 19 *52 

Love 15*87 

Social 55 *88 

Vague 10.35 

II.3 ITXJATI ON irR|LATI01T TO 
f iGisRB 

FavouraMe 22*08 

OaTaveuraMe 52.44 

B.CEITRAL FIG.-ISraAPSlSONAL 
SITOATlOS 

i.qoalitiss Asmtwm to Gmm & fig. 

Ambitioae 13*11 

-ai^iS«eafBl 24*84 

mM 24*22 

OmtsAims 

Qyea# iva 

m^iaoiiabl# 0.49 


71.92 

93.84 

65.12 

10.54 

4.14 

28.86 

31.00 

24.84 

28.12 

36.58 

8.28 

10 .36 

18.60 

64.86 

§5.50 

77.50 

35.19 

29 ,60 

9.30 

60.72 

63.64 

4.32 

7.64 

12.59 

13.58 

23.61 

14.81 

4.52 

6.94 

13,33 


25 .31 

22.92 

17 .04 

6.79 

4.17 

14 .81 

6.17 

13.89 

6.67 

20.37 

22.92 

£4,81 

1.23 

4.17 

0.74 

6.79 

2-78 

2.96 

3.09 

4.86 

2,22 

8.02 

17.36 

9.62 


10.54 

24,84 

34.78 

18.60 

35 .50 

18.50 

25 *42 

19.32 

26 .86 

8.06 

14.49 

8.14 

.46 

15.18 

10.36 

41.54 

73.14 

70.30 


4,96 

6.90 

11.10 

4.96 

5.62 

0.74 

12.40 

22.77 

26.64 


0.69 



0,69 


0.62 


2.M 


0.49 
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(«) a large aasber of 8l»rt stories of 

tamt&w* mture with isore additioast 

and mMin^mmf 

Ch) gaw® s»re stories whioh were mmtiamlXy rioh, 
and saiitrsd arouad the faMljr aad sooial 
rsimtioasM.ps| 

( 0 } i^rtrarsd the osati^ fliers as asil^ltioaSf 
aaoosasful sad good who fouz^ his sariroiiBWixl 
as favmmhM is mtara* 



CMVUm FIVE 


DX^msion OF r^ults 
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BiseuasioH of ebsulys 

M ef T«mmieeh mssy primsrily he 8©«n as 

an exeteine in saisatifie anqalif^* Xt is a game of 
soiantos, or mi aot of «seioiioia5^ , iwivolrlng tfeo 
iel loots Imafiliag of a set of eoncopts* Often, it 
%e«!omes neosssasy for the researcher to lean tsearily 
apos the sapport of tlisoretioal constructs, with a 
Tlav to oonneoting tl^ ohsexirAtioisi ai^ ahetxaet 
oonceptttalisatisns* Bes^roh in persoimlity offers an 
illaatz^tlTS oas# of tMs situation* fiSld of person 
mltty is Sistinotlj isarlc^ its *Mghiy ahstmet 
tlffloriaing* {Lm^er, ItsS* p*SSf ) * the credit for a 
ooi^ss: mtare of ttoory ©castmction in j^irssinility goes 
to the systssi of psychoam^ysis, not heonniss its 
i^nosptttslisations asergod ftm. the olinioal setting 
Imt l»mmkvm it desaastratod utility of the iaotiTa-> 
tional trooessos for m^srstanding perssiiality* fhe 
«i^liasis on a dlyiiiaBio at^roaoh to porsonia.ity sas an in* 
owitahle stianlant to growth of l^ppotl^liwl oena- 
tmots ana th»r#ti«al pes^tlates* fim theory of 
p^psonaltty 1^ mmm fartlnor aoomtnatoa the 

aatnrs ant stgaAfiwtn^ of a approach* 

fhe of ths pi^iologioal needs in 

the p^esss^tsal prnnoms. ohnorsod hy HeOlolland and 
dthinson In tho Into forties and %h» early fifties, 
norssd ns the j^unsliips for sji^orioi; the posslhtlitlss 
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sf ■fet® jpsjclM)>3.3gleajL seeds aad studying the 

ef‘feets ef these seeds ©a perceptual ej^erieacee* Tis6 
Tmmmimm tlmt fellewed is this eres retaforsed the 
validity ©f the aetivatleaai approach to personality, 
ali^ the ealieat role &f ©ae partioalar seed« 
aaa«a.y, the seed for AoMeviaaeat CMoCielland at _|a , 195S) * 
Tim n A&hi&wment eeuae t© he thought &t mm a kind of 
predii^positlea eeritrlhutii^ tei^rda a person’ » sff 
tiv# iategsfattea eith Me perfereai^e* Ae a oonstiuetn 
it is^lied the preeeesea hgr eiiieh aa individual derived 
esietieml mti$£mti 0 a ftm Me aeeei^lsheeitte* Attainp' 
seat ©f foale# whether they he Mg er ssiall# pjrovidee 
a uaity and liareeiy t© the i^yetea ©f heteriour* fhie 
is heeituee tl^ goal ettaineieate ere invariehlj eeceei^ 
.panifNi ©r followed hy effective states* in soiie per* 
sens the affeet is strong. » they are te»sd as indi* 
vidaMe Mth a Mgh n ^iehievfis^nt* In others* It is 
m$X4, tMy are the ©nee Mth lew a a teMovtasent* 

Is r^srd the M^wtMsiised reiatiensMpe 
hetsrees the m&S for i^Mevesteiit aai me ef tM» syeei* 
fie Maionsisse ef p«ewsM.ity is tMs «tady» it ess 
peatsleted fvide etsft^sr IX) that t 

|i| tlm is^vt#«Me ae^sg ©s j j^Meve* 

Mm wmtM mmm lew eai a seeMure ©f 
daii M sa aee wwi mieMm 

m these Mift we^ Mg^ mi seed jeMeteaMEl wesld 
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t© frustsratinfc ©ituationa in tem^ 
ef ®t>stacl©» dominance t^e of raaetlons, 
tlb© ei;o»defenBiT6' reactions my 
cfesmcteris® the pex^gons rihci scored low on 
n i'iciiisireaffisiti 

C^l tim self ooziespt of persons with a high 
amsBt of a Mh wUl h# laore unified and 
inti^psats^ (indiestsd hy low discrspancy 
litres) than those who woxn low on need for 

(4) tndlTli^^s ®h n Aohlsrsi^nt 

would SS07S low on m of anxiety* 

th6 l|^tlise«i foxisulatei in r^Niiard to the 
Kersoimsfe end tlis TAf oorrelateS' #f nsned for 
were lui follows* 

fiffi limsOaiUS TKf * 

C§) wmrs Mgh on doMorsiwsiit 

would i^rodnos n gxmtmi of ap^^xwseh 

iM and ISO and a mmllnT naaihw of 
arroidaot r«i||#wsss (1^ « 

Id) flKi ^ the enh^oets with high 

m leh would he swurhed hy m Inrgor nuaher of 
##» 

I*?) Mlwidui^ pO fO >e t.niii£ a 1^ sMsmi^ af mM 
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tS) tetai 2111^7 of %im respoi^oo would feo 
gr«Rt«7 for tbe sulajsoto with m high n 
MsMmme&nt* 

(S) tho Ss^ortoaeo Baiaaoe ©f th®-p®r^*Mi with 
high a Aoh. would %e iatror^aiw© in aatiir®* 
i «#* 

(10) t«r«ono with m high i»mnI for AehimmmiA wotild 
fr®#ie« m noml wm **tl©. 

i*ie TM,4fio tmti 

(11) fhe ©toriww of tim wahleots who i^r© high on 
a Mhiwroaieiit wi^d h« roN^listi©* d^msmle^ 
loagt!^# with wre ©ddttion© ©ad ©hang#, and 
wc^d ©how a lasaor momta^ of as^lwaloxio© 
alther &n the part of ti»o imrrator or tha 
©antral 

{IZ) th» inilwidteala with a high noad for iiohtowa* 
aawt war© an^lolpatad to produoe wore et©ri«i 
of tl»' msBitim. Odd the- tirpe«» 

(IS) the etorlONO giwie igr the gsonp of aahleete 
wdtti ft Mgh j mk ftoald i^redMlsMftilir ehow 
fift^pLir iioeiftl ril«ti9aN^|te» oed weald 
digilet the ftll^fttlea «ft » fftwtmrfthle oae in 
ff 0 A%i 0 im to the ooeitxid fii^e* 

(I4)fhe tredte lito* wtoltli^e* and ARii^eeftfalt 
wwre esKi^oetod to he ettolhated nore f 
1^ to tto oeatoftl f igore 1» the «torieo of 
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%lm wi» miem laigfe on a AeM»v«- 

Im tMm )si!0$0%h»wm 2»S«5,3«1j0 oM, 14 

urtHNi <^idrissiB8d aadt tlm <iSff«gfiS!ss«s were atatisticalXy 
«igaifi«aat» fit® r^atio-i^htps |^a^ilat«d ta J^ype* 
tlmmi$ ai^ 11 irar® altalnad la ils praSiih* 

tM 4ir«N»tioa Mt faiiiNl to r^ioli tli® r«qalr«4 l«ir4I 
af »safl4«itea» flia ^patlisiNm 7 aaal $ idso qoii 14 aat 
la eonfixmad tia# oltalsa^ 

To xaaa^ltiilata* m with a Mgl a 

was alawa t# 1»tt Isas Imm maxl<ms$ 

raastiiig ts fiasisattsa alaNHHili% tl»« slsiaalsa 
tytm 44^ l£ift ttctsaaal. sartfsiswiati p«xa«i7l^ Ma* 
m^tlS m ix^esstXfti^Sp «a4 laiiaat 

wltli m Imm t«m &t laiag 

%r Atltfm (ip0*, tmmse anisM m th» s^f- 

^aGopt seaXah M m& wmUMim la 

•altlag 

mmsmms ©g mmm nwumt^m 

jlallsritaariastiai &mX€ Xm Gei»i4«r«4 as m sig"^ 
aifie^tt Aimms%9m si* immn t^SuskttikmHpm* Zn tim 
sGsd^Hsiss* Ifis ssaet^l as# ysfiasd ly tls aoyk sC 44aifta> 
et sX (1319) * l^wy 11s 1^<» of tls F-iQradrsBS, 

osasMliig tls f^salag slsjasisrlstiss * (s) sail- 
asi^lsiislissft (1) saMsslsa* (s) satlia* 

yitsvtsa sw«MXsft» (4) si^l-lirt^s^tlsa* («) «»psrstm«a 
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smd (£) powair aad touglmeas* Coiwtn- 

l8 as the rigid adfeereaca to tlie 

middla oXasa TaXaos* j^tboritarian !Pi1aai8si0a msmam, 

attitude 

«iiataiiiiiig m aaoritioal/ia regard to tbe a®rsl 
ant^rltiee of tlie l,ii»gxmip, ^thoritarian aggreeeloa 
i® a %eTS^9tmst to ooadiema reject people wbo broak 
tfee t^oreatioaal Taloes* aoti-latraoeption iaroXre® 
a re^flUioa a^aiaot ibo tender-sioded people. ^pereti~ 
tioa aod atereetppp' a teisleiicgf to beHere la 

fate ai^ tMi^ la rigid eat^ortea* ftaally* power aadl 
iovolre a eooeera witit tlie etroog^week 
iliNtnaioii oTNi mt IdemiflieNitioa with %h» power f liparea* 
^tlioritarlajiliee 1® mm tibait m mm tmit 
of peraoiiilltjr* It 1» a of repreaeaitliig 9 m* m li»- 
terpexwo)^ relfttleaB* Pereeoe eoorlag low oe titls 
dlMiaeioa are flexlMe, enflo^i^get-'a^eiig* wllllag to 
eooeede to tbe pelate of Tlew* differeat froa tlieir 
own* fHoee «re Mgk m lastiaorltariaali^, are Jest 
%im mrnmm* 

t^ rntmtUU etady of mtkstritml&niwu 
liepia ta a j^tlitliaailly ee^itiwe ^laate of toe period 
fellowixm tlNi end #f tiMi smmA 'ierld Par* it hae »ow 
dereiqped late a tlieoretlenl fnate of referezawe for 
eeaeeptaalisii^ tbe protleee ef loterperi^z^a. reXetiooe 
{^km^ ldS4| Serleewlta^ Ite&U Ml ia Uae witk 
ti8e mmm^ i^eeat ea tl« eegaltiwe i^^ppeaeb to soeM 
pi^a^eaaglaal 3el@nM (ttstj werleed ea tlae 
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eoastimet ©f ©a a© dlmenaloa of 

tjabSTiotiff « H© 4©fln^ Sogsamtiw© as a ©©goitlTS ©iga* 
ziisatioa of ©04 41s%©l.iefa alK^ut raaXitj 

©©airily tmM tins %e3.i«fs alnmt an aatliority, and 
prsTidii^ a »t3?iietaj?# for attituaeo of iniolaraaos ao 4 
s^arfi^ toleraooa towards atii«rs*i 

fhe mrn^t of ^ogmstisai is %«s«4 ©a aaol;!»»r 
eogattir© ©oae%taaiisa%l©a« aanaijr* tlw a^ratSB of 
baiiofs aa4 diateaililafo* id^i^aloat roaltti^ aro oitfesr 
11^^04 fa tiai ©fstaa of l^cdiiofa ©r fa ttm o:pit«B of 
dia1»^iofa* I3©gauiii«i raf«rs to a 4f©s« oinsaaiaaittda 
of fliaaii %«© Ofatosas* A d^gaatlo f«rima« Xilot aa aatho- 
ritafiaa 3 |orsoa» ^Nmos not ;i^a84Nis aa ©fasti© fma© 
of roforoao©* 1© «ft^ %©lfe 7 «« or 4o©« aoi ^ofltr©* 
IE© oo^pdtfr© sotiTltir ©oes not ia ©c^roos. 

t% fa fSwedMi* It© inors^ast f« ©atsgorf- 

It t© fa tlif© ooalflsn tlsit tls* afff«r©o©© 
tiHi 4©p»tf«a aas tii© rigldit^r \mmma ol«yr» 
tMf© ^gsfttisa i^«ia ^ a straotar© 

of tis© i^t«ntt of ©i^ SfaMfttf % rfgiUft? 

«a i©©3tatt«a Mo©©© timi lorstssm* 

It i« ]^stiiauiit©4 tMt a Aei^ti© j^«r©oa (©} 
ii©af4 t©ad t© ©nj^tasis© tl»i ©iff «sp©a©« t©t©«©a tim 
sir©t©HW ©f todiaf© ©©4 4ti3Mfilf«f^ iieaf4 lalMitf 
f afOrsMilfoa m tM«h «e^4 te faSi«atiag a 

Wm iK^iof ©si tim 4i©it©li«f floratea©* 
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(•) isf&3easat'feloii tbst vouXdi ifua eoun'feer 

■feo i^f aBaS (4) wxuXdl li© IssFlscur*’ 

ii^ a ©©I of id©©©, 1954)* 

Bogieitioa i® tfeiig g lii^oador ooao^t t^iui laitbsxltas^ia©* 
ii©©* |*i|© l©l%©|f WSiM iOiii©U.y O'^diOS IMI ©oofliiod 

t© til© MmX^ts^ and ©ttitsid©©* uogamtlMi 

i« mt m msi^ m mmi^t in ttd© ©©a©#* it iselitd©© 
ibotli ©ad latol©x©ti©o« liit©l©z©]|©© 

ta tb© of mt^riinxiMm xnSnrrM only t© ©timi© 
iat©l«i©ii©©« nogaatias m tb* ©ihtr bsad ®>©«r» a 
»©r« %««i© ©ad Um ©f iatolosaa©#* sogatailo 

iiitoloJBmias© 1© n^Msoat tbs mmn am oploioiaition* 

13a«i4©tii^ tb© i4m of (mto^oriaatloa la 
JudgimitBOl ps©«©©d« Wax}snmi%% (1965) 4i«tii^i©b»4 
lNitir©©a tb© to© idMs ©f |o4pa»l©l |»h!fl©ica©»ai s (©) 
©aatamat ^ C%) Mwiatilati©©* ZC m ©a^^loa©© is 
©3.o«© to %im of s©(f«ri©s^ ia maXMtinu to ®diieli it 

Is ^4ig«S» it ssald sssIsIlAt©© ia tbs ©liNMMIjr iKcist* 
i^ £mm Of if » bo»«F«r« it is iaxt^mt 

n^nxt tmm sskU^o timm of ssf«s«a©©, it i« 
lEi^t «Kfif fsoai it «i © ©oBissst* 

fli© iiisd^ Itsf apfdUmi* Weewm ©oft Sbmif (195?) 
iomsisatsft tits ©ffosts of to^ ©ois^mst ©aft i»sjmi« 
Isli#ii is mM Isftpwsts* i^aat ttso* ftiff^roit^ tsfpn* 
of ©oansiftLOBtlois^ ^©iia« ©sob oitb loi ©ttitaft© stsoi^y 
is immm* arnmmt^ l» fsiwfier of, ©aft si^©»t, 
fs^ldlMtlo©# spm to tit© 8©li|«ots for ofslaatioa* 
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4PSliii3^a%t^ag iby tlus 4i8tarbQi<9 ¥<etii«#ii 

tim &ws& "h^ttsiu «a<i th§ “taeaii’* pesltioa ©f 

%h» ^rmn whQ a Tlaapoiat, fhm 

imn * t«as#i3®3r t# aas|]alJ.at« sild dissn^^aeiaa batwaan 
tSss BSlbjaats* &fm attitudes mwA tiia ]^ 0 ition of tibe 
ooawaafoator* Siailayly* m coatyaat offast ms astsd 
tn %h» ssse sf tisiss sa1»i«©ts idasss opiaiom wars 
»arlcs41.y differsat from tisa Qmm adsooat^ Isy tfe© comatt- 
misator* 

ft is stmfTsS that tba sffsets sf sontrast 
sad sssimifstiss srs m fbmtisa smstbsr Tsrisbfs. 
issme^y* tlsi sidtb sf tbs sst^sy is rsfsrms# t# wMeb 
sm sa^i^isiios Is 'Stsfsstsd sr ftamst is tbs 

mtssbi^ sf rsfsrsiis«« tlii i^fsst «f sssfmslstiss wifi 
bs msxoi srldsst timm tbs sytfmt ^ ssstmst# tiaKunfislag 
a smtd^oxy ss *« mt #f rs^srdisi vbst 

{stisBiiil miif bs as sfpisi^sat* itSfi 

• tJis ttimimifstis's sffsst lill msfir dirmtir mad 
tbtt ssmtmt i^sst sssfd vsay Imsmay vitb tbs 
SKj^smiswei smsgs sf tbs mtsgs^« 

ft msy bs «»ip^ fssK tlis sbsrs dSsosssfsm tisst 
tbs is^siSim^s t^tb s Mgb mssd fs» ^bisrsasat tsai 
ts liss# s fsssi* awsmwt sf l^asstim sad s grsstsr 
sf s^’fi^‘ms« Bi stbimr ii«ris» tbt srstsms sf 

tsiis^s i ffl i -«Ni sat Sst^stsd ttgMlir 

si^ Isltii^ tw^ Bi sss int Mlstrs sm s prstisni 
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€&m mt tim to mk& a mitistaatiaX or 

la tl^lr l«rf€L of mwpimtlon, flaiy laake 
▼arlattoii® la sn^lX ^ogroos rsthar tiaas off 

vl^aiy* liks the 4ogi%tlo persoae^ har© 

a faa^ for eoatradletioa©* That is preoia^y the 
roeooa tl^lr egalralea®# msag# 1® UroaSer a© es^a* 
pared to ti»se li^ridaols leasees a low easttiit of 
aoed for Mhieresieeit* fh® peraoas with © high a 
Aohleremeat ©Iwsys pleoe th»ix goals wlthla their i^mieth, 
aeither too far off froa their sapaoitie© aor too eleoe 
to ttMai# fJadr pa®fomaai« that follows^ io^ tiaMwif®*o» 
well withia their eat«sory apoelfieatioiie mma thae 
aaelaHatod* Oa the other Mal« the ^Iw of thoe© who are 
low oa Sited iohleweaeat are either rery wish off their 
ahllitlew or wery ^oee to th@e« Soul attaiaaumta or 
failtiree la tholr ease are wash away tvm their 
iseiit eategeopies aad thaw oeoepy a poeltioa of eoatmwt« 

As estEpeoted ftm thwMie ooiwiide^tloiw* ia thle etady* 
sahjeota with, a Mgh weed for Ai^erwaiat seored lower 
ea sttthorltalaiilwft the^si ^wee id» were lew oa j JMnh* 
fhrthiiar reawam for aa Iwerwe relatleaahip 
het^iNNwa j teh tM as fmd la the pre- 

seat researeh sot dlfflewlt %» »«eh» XaHrliaale with 
m high j| aeh are not latemiM ia aeiag tMr f ^jaw- 
iMdats wi wMihi Jar «mi ead* «re «ei»«resd with 

mmMs$ eiietleai^ ewIMwii^^ eat M their aee^eplleho 
waaite* Mt «a eephi^^i sal wipreeiate a 
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&£ Tlmy want to feel that 

tbay mTe aoing hatter tlma »th8 others". This aocele- 
rate® ia tfe^ ® feellag of aohle7e(Mixt» & priae la 
aoeoH^llshmaat, a setisfaotioa of suecess. 

A M-glu seed, for itohlereaeat ssi^a® a strong 
4®slr® for a seas® of ^ohlera^at. Aa iadlTidual with 
high a A®h is aot iaterestad la aohicrlixg aomethliig ^ 
tfa® eacpeaa® of other® Itot is aefeiwlng stsaething aioi^ 
with "other®* , fhe teaws "others" li^pCtlos the othwf 
isdirldsal® a® wSiX as tl«i past aohlenrements of the por- 
SOS Mmm^HSrn Both of these eerye as the standards of 
assOilesoe agaio»t whloh Ms prei^st perfoitaane® la 
es’al.satflfd. le^iyldteals poasesslsg a high «»a«st of 
s dehienr«Be 2 tt iSm is)t want to doaimite others* nor do the^ 
vast to depesi epos thm* fhose she are low os s doh, 
hoverer* have iitl^e to do with the sesee of iHeMewevost* 
isajr set Mad IniI^ df^xsit^ ^ others or heia^ 
seed hsf othiix^ ays tools for gettlag satisfaotloa. for 
the persss vith a Mgh m the foess of iaterest li^ 
la the ^idt* ISr Mai# pe^s tmlvsd is a taSh are 
of seeoisiwi!3f ti^rlaisee* for the pereotie with a l.ov 
s doh# the vltM istwr^t Mini Is the pe^s. the task 
is ther ore ^ip^ed i« of eahelMasp ia^rtai^. 

isoi^hKr xmatOA for as isr«roo rMatioiaaMp 
hetweett s ifcoh maA MthorltarlasisBi fssad Is tMs ets^ 

<«MW- 

oeaes to ^ resesrehee of MMoshetton (loss)* 
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Msrao ^ ^ Ci900) » (i94'3) » aad Biwim (19§S^ • 

f«aiKi imt. %im% tli« pdraams vltli a 
isigJs a AaMifrewat w»®« mst^m ta tfee faadlies wii*r« 
war# traiia@4 t# Is® iMe^aiidisat at aa ^rliar s^® 
as #©®|ia3P#4 t# t^iNa wlss Isw aseMara^eat SfOtlTa'- 
'!!.##» Ci9$$) ^tiatiiS <wit tfeat th# shildrsa 

fersught mp la tfe® aatfeoritariaa faaili®® m® ast mx» 
pestad t® Isa*#® a Mg ha j^Msfwaeat* TMs wsa batatas® 
til# idii^ ®f ahlld^ad tralali^ strasssd in saeh faalXiss 
aiisiNi at g«ttl^ r#li«viNi fro® Xaalciog aft«r tlwi sMXd* 
a idi^ #f *4®a*t ®ar# attl^g®» Tralatag a ©Midi to 
sH%ls® Ms aim sat #r ar«ss MaaaXf larolvas not 
imeh t# atlsjaXat# Ma t# hesm pris# la Ms a###apXlsbni#at8» 
as t:i^lag t# siak# Mm fiffl#ia®t m that tii# jparsats 4# 
mt hm» t® listliar with fliitarbstt^sif s f iaglags 

that asMawsRsai natimtiam iias posit IrMy rMatsi t® tha 
timlaiag la ii^i^Mitamis acmt im ^Mifisil bgr aSMag 
olNSirfstlsa that IMiSpsiadsass mm ast 
bs sil^tsd Mtth imthoritiirlsMisR* f li« latter mimtm 
t® tlsR Miiisrm® ts ^saiMstisaal. set^M® Mss® raXaMB* 

jiessai^ing t® rssolts r<^rt«i %gr J^orae •% si 
(im) tlim i^r® «tfr®r®ae«i ia tlis patt®n» 

^ iisMlpils® pravali^ ia faaiii®® of sabjoot® Mth 
Mgh imi iiNr satbsritsriattl«n* Xa t&» «fts® of aors 
sMtiioritsaNisit pianioaMi tMsr® mss atriw® oa MEtsb sp^i* 
^tioa ti® soswli®^ nti®®* wad iioeipilMag «ss 
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4a Toarai of tjaraii aad thresteisii^ paiiiel%a@at 
tOT te0®k4i3g ttos# 7U!l&Sa TllS piUT&QllB ’igith. XOW dU'tbSH* 
S't%al^iall4f®s- iper® is#s »iid *tb® jpar#JttB aor® 

oxtail saa^# aa to ®Epl&ia th« iasue® to tbo oMl<l» 

tlaia oaa'feliiig Mia to aaatMtXato tis® Ai@clp3tla@* 

(SaafoM, 3L9S«, p*S06. p.SO6-S07) . Mopsk> ®t a (1930) 
44»eo®«irtMi ii»t higis mtimritarlsn ohildrea wer« 'brought 
ap fey ti» pareats a4io irior® eoaoerat^ with saiperfioial 
afilMSEromss to eoafoaotioaftl mlaa* Chil&raaf oa the oth®r 
hai^» wer# aafthl® to aa^orstaifiS the digaanho mde upon 
th^ feat wore, s^mid to displeoae thoir 

paroato# Wlmtorfor, thor^ore, ooiad not fit iato tlM 
rigid Talaoe, v&& im^Atsd ^nm tJm roet of tiao j^oroo- 
aality aad md mdm w ffes mttorltorlaa 

fomllloo atunyo lorooi the oiiild to mmi& dopoiadoat 
mpoa tfeiHo for ooohlag ippro'in^ aaS vm9irim punlohnoat* 
Ofewlouttly* tho «iitfeoritariaii my of lifo iMuaxiot fee oiepoo- 
toi to otiaoXote m dtmim for mcpmimmtm pride la 

fSm xmmm i» that mthorltarianitta 
Mddte mdfesre to aay mm» of ladepoadeaeo or »e®oa»* 
pXialamftte* It le eos^oraii^ to tim rlgli wala««* 

It »ws» rl«14i^* ^itaaofe (3^4S) md m&m U9SS) 
ii^^ti^tod tiMi r^aatloiiiililp feetwooa mthorlt&Timdm 
moA rigidity mad fmM the two wmo j^oitlToly relatsd* 
Brof^e t 0 «oir«r« iraeoaied aaoti^ fladiagp of 

oottroe, i» eob^esMsIty idLtfe tha theory of sitfeeriterlajiimf 
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ttiat and rigidity irsre positlraly r^atad 

©lily if tte wer# confroifited with aa ^go»inyolTtag 

sitaatioa, iimt I 0 , mlmn tlisy knew tfcffltt th®ir perfonmi^# 
was hsiag syalttstsd against sost® standards* Bseaas® of 
ths lasic of liids^sudsiiae la thm the fear of failare was 
greater than the hops of aieossa* fhis study showed tfcat 
the ashler«aent wotivatlon and aMthoritarisnlii^ were m^a- 
tlTSly reiated to iwieh other* auhdeots with low a 
AohlCTeraent had higlier B aoores* 

fhK^ tiMin^ of this s^dy that a Aoh and Antbori* 
tariaali«i rarisd iarsrsSly with saoh othsr oonld thorefors 
hs not taken m m airt^aot* 

333::[iii^xog w &mmt-mBOQmmT 

Of the mstioiml states of an orgaal(pi» aiaixiety 
is marked its disttaotire oharsoter hy swtesessfhlly 
elading all the efforts to loaelise it* It is a dlf^e* 
state of a pemea with a tmm and aa iadieisire pattern 
of heterismr* ASKiety as eneh Is mt pathologieal and 
is anamidaM.# in lifei (lhr«ed» it 26 ) • 

tem asaiety tm aaderstood as a rnrnh- 

tmmt ierised to refer to a ^ sMeh an indiridasl 

aegaires a stats of tmMsmm te reset te» and a typersen* 
sitirity for* saae st^e and undefined stisnlns ef Ms 
It is a respesse te Ms astieipated fear 
of s«saMMng he is nnMdle to Beeiiliss» JM mmtmm pswmm 
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i® a soldiar 4a ma operatioa area* who is 

alwajrs oa hi® 2.«at tha <might Mm anaiMir®®, 

h®t who ^ 0 @s iKit whar® th» 1®, nor ha <lo©s tjy 

to fiM Mm oat. m tm aH p^imrad* 3li»t 4n aa««* 

A miaxmta amoaat of anxiety »«r»«» a aamher of 
aoMul fuaotiO!3®« It osaMo® a porooa to laohUls® Ms 
mmms' «a^ roamircos to 4ml offset irMy Mth the aatioi- 
patod laager* “Be oa piard*, "Be oatelifol**, •!« ectrsfol** 
“flgthtsa yvmv e«att Iniits* are mmia of the aciprsasioiis 
sowaoMy need to male# 4aMr44i*aa« mors Mficioat. alert* 
aii4' effeotivs 4a deaiia® with eortaia spooifle ooatiagsa- 
eios* ffeat aaoh msouat of mmi&ty is somethiK^ iMoii. 
is es^psotod* aeooptei, mM toioratod* la iiiii»3st siXl 
si'j^atioas sMlia^ apoa mat iadiri^aal to hohsys* isiamiety* 
prodaoiag sigiMiis tsi^ to rsorgsairo tbas# efforts toward 
aa eff^Nutirs p^rfonmaos* tixioty-sigjaals set lite a 
ohsXi^ag# to the ii^iridaM« A slisiJLsis^s to tbs offset 
that if ho did aot tsy Ms host, ho sny proro to Im s 
fftiiaro* fh^ Mm to do sSU.# fMs is the dyasso* 

ssmie smaipoi^mtt of oimciety* n^ioh preo^tsd worhors ia 
tMs fiM4 to postsiats a dries theory of aiocioty 

* A»ioty as saMi is sot s Aaeiwm ia tbs mam im 
tissrs mm Vm drirss of hssgsr* tMrst* power* or 
prsstits* it is m fores iMMi raises tiie leeSi of a 
drir«« it i^astioas tike a dyssms wMeh forewidos Mss* 
trisai mmm mi tigmtm o t»ib as for raiMiiag 

a fMi« altxxatieas ia i^Leh a aisihsr of oos^etiae 
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r^mpome ®re «yo1ca4^ only one of which is 

correct , the relative perfortaanee of high and low 4riw« 
groups wiXl ^ependi up&n the lamher and «>MtparatiTe 
atrei^ths of the various response tendeneiee" Ci^lor* 

p0^4) • 

^oeordlng to this dis®is»ion, one aigM socpect 
a positive relationeMp hetween anxiety and the need for 
AttMevmmm ^0 Beoanee, the need for 4ehiafv«n«nt inrolT^ 
doing m Joh iN^Xf and the drlve-lerel conoept of anxiety 
poelte tMt anxiety fanotton® as a fflotivatiag factor, 
eimhllng a person to do hatter than he would do ordinari** 
ly* la fact, so®® erideiioe does e«€® to ®a|^ort a 
positiT® relationsMp hetweeaa aaadety and need Aehimmmnt, 
(fh-iewen ltdS]t • Bowcarer, in a mmlmr of other 

studies there we® either m rslationsMp Bei«&lg, 

i®Sf I jltkir^n and Mtwln, 1®8®) er the two worn fontul 
to he iK^atlwely related with eieh other (e«g *• Hepheleeitf 
t9Bf$ Kasseler end 1^$ !h9^liia.eoe ex^ Shelton, 

lilis), 

picture isi^ he if one eetild spell ent 

the ^a^iflJi^tiens sf t^ drive theory of anxiety* the 
theory eagteete that anxiety as a drive tends to inerease 
the level of parfor^iaiiee* fhla relatioimhip wfoold, however* 
lead tiem eeiy «i^«r eertaia ^nditioas* 

le repeat eitest was iwiid earlisse, leixlety weald aaloi 
a jMirsea do well hewnwioe it welEes hdUs aohillse and roe®gs»* 
etse Id* effhiiMM Daplieit im this is amaptlea that 
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aituatioa iji a parsou is pXsssd at any giTcn 

iisia is msh tJhat im ©ould. If he mntad to, do well* 
tocie^ woiild S'aiae Ms Iswel of performaace oMy if he 
were potentially eapahie of doitig well in tliat situation* 
Suppose there ere oMy two soldiers welting in a trench, 
ojui of who® lias a light machine gsta and the other one le 
wounded and is unahle t© fight tb® eaasi^* Wow, suddenly 
when they hM»ar the footatepe of the approaoMag eneiay 
soldiers* wii^t could he the reactions of the two soldiers t 
fhe on® idio is fit, wsmld g«ih his machine gun and wait 
for the eamiy# fhe one is Inured w^mld become 
pamicby and stay mm loose Ms balance* 

driTc theory ef anxiety, therefore, needs to 
specify that the direct rdaticneMp between the lered 
of anxiety and inc^reaae in ^fsetire p«cfor»saee would 
hold true eiaiy if the organieade variable ef the rdation 
between tie assessed potentialities and the intensity 
ef the i^prehended danger is taben into consideratien* 

thle eeuld be digrived a deftaitioa ef ausoEtety* 
jiineiety* as aaaii^y nnde^tecd* is not a tmr ef tmat 
er a tmat ef is^asdii^ dte^er* On the contrary# it is 
the fear ef ene*« m^ieipated iaaMlity to deal with an 
s^reMHided Xa the eesteact of the need seMerreaent, 

it ««aaa that eae ^ Hie reia.ietie goal setting behsviwsr 
ta the mm ef the pmtemm with a high aewl for dehieve* 
mma^^ the eiaciei^ weald m tMa is beewiee theee 

tadivUaale ^ net w^ieipate that thigr aaable t» 
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goals* It eimld ,th«refore> be expected 
that tlie lerel of asxiety and seed for Aobieeiwieiit eouldi 
be imrersaij related to meh other* 

fMs oaggestf^ that anxiety as a drir# 

leirel acted as a deeeleratiag factor oa a Aobierei^nt* 

Tfee icdivldaals ecerin^ Mgb oh n^eh imd a Ice^r lerrel 
of anxiety, sdiile those vhe we;, a law oa a Ach scored high 
OB it* 0<mld this mmn tfcat aaxisty did mt fhactioa 
as a wotiTatiBg factor la iadiridiaals with high ^ ieh t 
Or did it isiily that aaslety* heiag a ssiltipl<» (Sialia,i9dS) 
ali^ iadlii^NI a ^ch as one of its disscaioxui ? The ar^usent 
is fatoar of the is based oit the view that aaxlety 

is m% m sseh a *fmT of fma* m *a fear of failare*** 
F« 03 ^e i^th a Mgh a iteh as stated la Ohaptinr t 4i^ags 
in goal oriented aetiTities* Siiaes the aim »f smeh |^«r^ 
seem is to derlre lasximsm satii^aetiOB of aehisremenEt* 
they taise ears to mmtm that the goals edtioh they set 
are neither too diffiealt oer too easy to he aehiesed* 
thi^ attesyt to Mtahliah as Oftlmma relatioaship betweea 
tMr s^hllities said the goals* It ssoiMi «m if these 
iadivi^sals had a eorreet estimatioa, Ca) of the lOastieity 
of hr them* os esH as* {%) of the car*- 

oiti«i idiii^ thir fOfomi« IQhir stir^^ hath ^ th«M 
^ $e^ start of tlw hapoai^^ »oi»t. ^st 

^rnm U reaaim la tem^ witli ea^ e^i«r* fm saaaegr 
mur Si^Miir ^ hsso hooa mmemam lai is jsiaafseir 
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th® sita^tioia la the oeee ef pereoas Tslth e a Mth.* 
TfeeSf prsofer t&e goele «rhleh lie eithia a range of ao^erate 
difficailtjr* 

®f tMs S4.aa of goePL eettiag heJmrioar 
vhleli la^ltee %hB Xijtes^heeS of ausolsaum eatisfsetion of 
la^riSaals with a high a Aoh are aotlratea 
more % a dealre for oieoees tima a fear of failare* 
(1904) argae^ thet like tbs no tire to asMers 
oueoees {|^) » there is present la ell of as a laotiire to 
areiil feUare. (||g) MgfeMr tbe aotlre to rn&Mmm 
mmms» lover soaU he tiai motire to aroid failure* fh» 
sotire to seMeire miooess is 4eei4e<l bp an ladirieual^s 
hope of saeoeae* that Is* bis eacpeetaaor of aaeoeee la 
a el toe ties* fbe eaq^eetaaop of soeoees w b® vimeltm^ 
a« a klai of wKbleetlve probaMli^r of eseeees C£|^ seaglag 
from t«@ to Q«t to 1^* Slisilarlp* t^ ttotire to 
airoi4 fallsre le detenelism^ tbe eao^taaer of fallare 
or salMeetlre proMllitr of fa^yiare ||£) egaia wsrias 
.freet &m to 1*®®* r^ted 

t» j^ieli e^MOf «e tbe mmi total «f tbe tee te t«d®* 
tbs aiMevaoeat eottmtiea loeliieee betb tbe msi^Umey 
of aaoimi* aal tbe w^eetaw hd faiSaiNi* la a paxeoa 
i^tb a bt#i J ^sMeteee^ tbe Ps> itiereae 
la mmh of tla .leiltrii^al' eliHt a lee j| labtarweiri^*. Be* 

4 ^ tlw «»«atee fear at fallare*. peofle. MU a 
See ieiiieeese»l eeei eitber eet ei®- tbi^ geale wMUU 
ere eea^ t» be m^iRNMlc so that tbe f<»r af 
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tmikXum tm or tboy oot tip goais nMoli eatm TOaey 

to iMi attaiooti* m %im% Urn failaro to Jootifloo* 
tn liotli ooooo, %h 0 ^ mm ^Umd W ft fmr of foilaro 
xft'llaftr t&as fespo of i^eoooo* ftjoy oro folloro^orioatod 
T&thmv tliaitft ooooooo^oj^iiffiated ♦ I» a otudljf 7i^:rt#d ta 
^lellaiKi ^ (itSS), Atki«»on fouaa that tfeo aatjoeto 
II iow a AoMotaaeat rooftiiod fotHor iatoumptod 
taalEo oi^or tfeo ^po-tspolf ed or ft9lilOf«raoat orioatod 
ooaOitioa t^ia aadiar tlio xoiaxoo ooa4itloa» Pooplo with 
ft Mgli a ioMorasiftiit mm% op gmO.* of iat«r»oiiat« 41ff i» 
oft3.tr m tlmt tlm oaq^ootaiaft^ of aaooooo !.« aoitbor too 
aittXo to pifcNlftoo ftftid«tr» mr tm Mgit it paeotiioo l]o» 
difforoaoo aM fto pil4o la ito«oafd.i»laioot« 

liifttofti of fining ft aeiistivo ri3Lfttioii«Mp 
Ootwftoft ftoMoffOMot notivftlioft aad owaifoat aaaclotr fto 
ia tlio prmmmt itmmmht «m» otadiwi fasr* vwrflntlodi timt 
tiftt tiMi lyro aot w«3m%9& vttli mmiSi othor at «31« laa«3.or 
ftftd fioipp Oitiiifte^ ft ooro€a.atloo -•13 

j doM.«nrflftffisit aai BoiiifMrt toadotr aod 

Sdtida (tfil) roforlfti a oofirilfttioii of -•!! mtmm 
j| mM.mmmmt aat Ho^oftt mmXAity* iNtadig (ill?) il«o 
f ftftfti that t&i i®po»oi#tiro »»*ir«ft of a aoliioironciit 
IMONI aot «o*ani3jit«d witli ftaalol^r ««»rfta* Sp#|J.^ig«r ftod 
Wrntwmmm^m {19^) » ImmmxB oittilod tbm 7«lfttioa»ltlp 
iMitftiHni t3» rodtal mmrngt ft»d liaaSfost amdLotr 

Sftoaftftt *ad «» xilfttloiftitip mtrnmm %Jm 

tm* s^UHift ii»0^ ifto ftotod timt timxm warn m meatirm 
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a»3Ei«ty and a^i4emic p«3P- 
Osi% 0f %hit 6 stmpm 0f studatite ia an «a^- 
mmtlm ImtitattQn ▼aiyit^ in n fmm 8 C turnip th) t© 

SS C^!P<sai I?)# ©368^14*1; fsie the two g3«mp«» tl»re was 
eitfeer 90 *ot a SHS^tive, s'^Utieiidhip between nenifest 
aaxte^ aM aeedeaie perfoyseiatte#. ftoit ©oeffleleat 

of eoirreiatloa lietveea aaojiety a*id aoadenlo gradea wmi 
•* 1S® (% a 4iS2) vliSeli^elgs^ioant at wOi l«vel of eotifi* 
4aaa9« Balioiaai^a iata attaa ia&ieata mn. imaraa reSatloiaiiiip 
fe«tw««a aoMevaiaeat aatiimtioa mm matfeat anxiety 

W$Q)» ainilaar tivi^e any tie «Na in ilia atn4y 
40m hy Atkimmm &M t^eesnaer in itidlnaea (1964) . 

flm mmmm imt ineenslatent findinge napurding 
the xeSUitienahlp iMstafon m Mh and anxietar nay nndex^ 
ateod if j| ii^ld«ean«nl eeald he eonai-dered aa a diaemiteit 
of aiXEiety* iiftex all» a peraon deaiveaa ef a feeling 
ef aeMeteneiedi ie keen en j^irlT^ it# 1» a^ght aa wall 
he mmdmm t&x lamtm it* ^ 16aa tint thm ill*:i^aniie<i 
er eaaaaliy eet ®»ala weald affeet adrereely the mtmmm 
ef a tMim 6^ ^^erenant* mt tu tb» itasivl^^ 
a state ef anxiely* me htad «f aaKiety any he tewaid 
ns the •ee^eeewwi eiad«li 3 r*« in line with tlm »iimfeet 
j«*ieiy** ee the "fea^ .^ietjT# eeMeeaoeiit aaxle^ any 
he eiimateei «« n f«ie i» jeeiatiea te the genl*eri^«i 
^ ingmraadjr mated ^ m 3^ed fs^r 
tetieiriMm# rm the '•memsent iunciety« Xamm 

imOA he the ehnneee aaiparieneiBg a pxide ef aeeeeN 
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« mm9 aatiefactiea* 

TIb» 8i^b€rr« fixg:aseat my eritieiscS 1^/ 
tliii jt itwtHf the geal 

ihtis nallifiaa the i»®«# af the tmT of 
failure* tMa te aot ts«e* fhe seed for .^hiereaeJit 
ie a state of pre^spositiou* Jt inrolirea eiagply the 
idea of the aatii^aotion of tt» i»hi«T«sient • fhea this 
id<^ te traaelated iato aotioa* it ia the erganina as 
an iht^pmted madt vliieh ie iamlired ia it* fhe appr»» 
^iaaioa of goi^ attaianeiit is eoatlngeat apoa the goals 
tfeaaMWil’rea# ffes lariat^e that detemiiias the g«a aettiag 
taelc is the iooeati're imiae of a ^^ified goal* loir 
neeh saeeiMMS one eimld aohimre* is the ooi^iiwiit of how 
m&h failar# oae eoald wid* fhe is^rtast poiat ia 
to the fear of fatlore hy i^ressiog the uottre 

for moeeae* It i» i» this #«»«« that tl» eoaoiQ^t of 
*AeMef«aeet iaadletl* fe prs^e^ here# 

' ! 

IHSRSIOW im»mi3ITiI^|WIl6!BraT 
BJgLiSIOlSro 

t(^ai»te d«3ey ia the i»eg-eati«^a«tlea 
•e^a^iee ie tmm i^aaer eweda* The areueal 

of a rtttf «ad tta giatifi^tlea la ala^e iatarfered with 
hy assee auMtial ed^ d<aasr« i e^tUd eawiaet he fed aa eoea 
as he faita hmim* ^ti» •** a«®iat ef Mpleaeaew 

rath^ tiiaaaairtlliapdw*# *3feat a mthm haa to e«a? 
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'tiith iig«, tinBre stmthar spscifltmtion of 

tli@ vj’SfiaM.o of botwooa tiaas pofiodo of nood^iorousal 

aM tlm iMMi#»»atisfaatioa# fM» tba pre»«ao« of aoae 
obatfuetioa wMofe ia oaualog diOajr ia aatiBfaotloa of 
atolls* fo 1>a pr^lao, tMa is ilw porooplioa of tlws 
oaaiifi of 4«la2r« fsastsatioE to %tm stato of tm 

osgaaisa wboa iso eaperioisoos aa oOstotslo botvooa MmmaUf 
aiMl tbo gfial. ^ is mimlM at# flai aoact plnso eoaoists 
of tlio ia«a«aro8 lis toKoa ia roiatioa to tlioa* obota- 
oioo* fbMM ar« iQoowa as tiai iMaotioao to f saotimtioa* 
tim goal ^isootod bolaKvioor i« ttosmn mwimmea 
aoro oHmxtf tlisis ia tbo fii^4 of »o«i for ioMoiriBoat* 

A witli m Mgb ma^ for AoMorooMiat aloos^s or|paai» 

m liio iMibanoar la t«r«o of tbo geiilo oiiS tbo 
go«i«« tiM attoioncBot of wMoli lootilo |jt Mm a 
of aoMoroooot# 7^ roaliotio goai Mttlng »o wmey 
oisaraotwriolio of tbo &3oOividBal.)i iritb a blgb iieo4 for 
ioMorononty tba irroaliii^io goals Ijiig 4&m 17 
tboso «bo aro Io« aa ^ 4ab« sot ssggsat tHat 
f faatrattoa is oacpariMi^ 01 ^ ir lattar* «ltat 
it is^isa tint tbaiNi tas ^r^oa M vniit 

Oi^patiaasa f aaatratlaa a(e«ttlljK»-«ltatii ia rapaNi 

to ita iatMitr i^ia#uaw!r« ma aiii]4 tmm to 
l^aMtiaa ilMiffaiMBit M Matiaaa to fsaatratlaa 

Mas t^nai Wmm Mm mm iii^ m mm tm aoMawwaat* 
Ma aaailta.i^ irtWt a ftaai^isi^iai iA^ailtaa* mgM 
amMSrnm m m %m cMMIos 1*ataM ttaa aas 


tlMir go«l«* m tha otbtr l&aa, in 4 ividmil 0 with 
« iow ii»es Aohiafefflsut whvii fxti8tx«tMl» aaiy wttri* 
httt« fmthigtt in texsm of tho i^o^defoiaoiivo roootioiMi* 

I» tlda oto4^« tho ixidtvi^iilo with Mgh n 
Mh ro&otod to fsootsmting sltoatiot^ In i«ra» of tho 
OhataaaXo^jD oa l itigi ee typo ©f i^«ieftlon»* Whilii thooo who 
wmtm %mt on n A»h olsurod o px^ovonoo for tho ligflK 
Bofonsiwo roootiena* Bioooi’io of oottlng thoir gottls 
withifi a tto4€omi« rang# of ^tffimiXtjr Xeool, poraotui 
with a fedtgh a mh woro aaathlo to attain tho goala* 
fhi^ not atly^lButo faiXare to thoir inahlXity 

to oot tho ooffiraat goai* Xo»*aa4 thisr pat ths hiaae 
on tha «hata«|«i nithsat wMoh thf^ thoaght thoy ooiild 
hawo tm^aooNiai* fxaatxatloa ia aa aatioi* 

patoiT raaotiftft foilowins a goaX aattlng ai^tion* 
JOMiiatioa of goaia ia i^ao 4atax«lsad ty tha auaoaaaaa 
and faiiiar^ oaa hMi liad ia tha paat* if a paraaa 
iMia x«#aatadly aaq^lmad mmmm ha «oa34 aatialpata 
a^aaaa ia Ha p?aaaat parf mam' aiao • f ha rawaraa 
will ha if ha iaai haaa a fHiara ia tha 

la^irl^teaaa m lilsh aa a haMamaiii we3J^ 
ana^paat faSlitra ia parfas»aaea« hitHmgh thay apwtata 
ia tha i»l#awa*haat of paahahiii^ of hath 
aai thasr m a^afro^aa vim 

tmti»Has attalhata Caai raaaaa* 

mw ihihwH th ^ miaaaBWBt aatm thaa 


pmim «lth a %m ^ aa tha oth^ 
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haael# gave a- lavgirr nasi'ber of respoaeee of the ^o- 
Befeaeive t3rp»* la the XlghI of the finding t!»t ^o- 
tavoiveiaeat in m task taereeeee the peirformance, it 
he af'^ed that a peveoa idth a high a Ach would 
al®o he ego>»ia?olv#d 4a the teak he 4a doing* Thle 
is "bmmm @f his easpeetsiafiqr of the of saooeos 

whioh i»(mld follov the so^letioa of task* Wh<m saeh 
pmrmm axe frastmted the^ simild ooaie mit with the 
reaetiohs aistiag at the defetise of their ego* Oa the 
it was foito^ 4a this stad^ that the 
dtdTemiive sMaistioiai ware ehiirmot«oris«d hy those were 
low oa n Aoh* fMe soaais isradoieiflnal* 

It sofiwi seiii^ to er$KBet a i^sitiire xwlatioa-' 
shi^t hetweea «go»4iiiolv«seat mi& the mm& for Aohdevei^iit 
hat thw are aaiiir other' fastors wMoh ased to he ^ 
eoaiii#»r«d t« tMm eoatart* fh« fear of failare, for 
iastai^os* is a»6h lowear is the wise of those who ajpw 
high m M tsh* ^«h pwesosa are eoaoemed with tSsi 
satlsfaottoa that fellows goal attaiiiawB^. persoas 
with a Iswj tshr ^ tis otM hwstg* me 0 ooixsertwid were 
with the ^rmmm of g^ attaisasast eathnr thaa what 
fhllews tlftwraidFtiff# fis fadiJare is goal attaia^st 
aaaaa gifferei^ thtai^ to tiMiio tea t«p«i of psMas* 
j^r the Mgli j, aelii«ir«m* it mmmm ImUm drived of 
a 9 *mm of tshlswaiieii* ^ ^ law j AsMosssa it 
Urn tha issatli^ ^ Mateas tha i^tSL rathaw 
thui saiat rn^mm mm #esl a^teeat* It »ar ^ heaaaaa 
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Qt tl»t th» Obdtai$}.#»I3t»Rliianee r«ipoa»«8 eliardoid- 

yi»M «ti8 hoqj^ Mgli sa a Ae& iMJ.$ %h» Igo- 

Birfftssi'r® wsi^ vlth tiioso wfae w«r« iow aa 

a 4«ii» Siffillar ftaiiags wart alwo rapartad ^ 

Ci9d4,i9gS) w%«» abaerrad %h&% tim 9a^4«et8 with a Mgh 
a Aah gate pr«^aaiaaatly th# OhatftaiaxSffiaiiiaaaa t9»» 
paaaaa* aMla thoaa whe war# low aa a Aeh pradteead t&a 
Bg0»|ii^as»lira r«iatio»i* 

B]^:gsxoir ow mo mmm 

fha aaaatisaat af in^ has haw eaneaptuailaad 
dtffaraatij is mrlatia aaatrihatiaaa* X^wa (I9gi) pai»«« 
t«d mit tint aaUT ahui iNNm <»Mlmd^aa4 (a) a« aa agaist 
af aagaltiaa, (h) aa a vsatiaatar* Ca) aa a liaaaMstia 
li) «tt aa ax^j»aiwr« <a| w a paaifiar* aad 
if) aa ft oahjaatiwa waiaa af tha aaitara* cut af tiiwa» 
aalf m ft aatiwatar has haw 4«Mi»^hefttftft in tba 
ftftfttaaet aC waft far jlahiWftiftftia^# tha ataftifta 

om ftifti far ftft]4ftv«ft«i^ ta aacgftat that iNOf 
fawitiftiai ftft ft nfttlftfttiftg fafttar la itamamiil^ ftftd 
twr^'mm a «f ja^lift asft lapwrtaaftft la rftLfttifta 

tft fttlmi* fhift ftiftv ift iiftftftft ta thft phftfteMftiial aftlf 
ftt wmm ftai wt^hftd ft «»«I mU 

tft ft<iyr i rt# •• ftft fthiftftt aaft aftlf w « «©«?* la th» 

wftfttii S*9I^ ftftt ift ftftnpftftftd 

^Wfti^tlftaft ftftiftwwitai taa taMrlftaa aaft thia axi^wtlw 
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&t In twsn imn Tital and iag^nrtant mffmtn 

spott tlm h9^mrimv nf tfaa indiTldtial.,* { yid« Ba.1 

it57* * Ei»£«ps too feolds that ««lf i« 

ft dtffftro^ifttod pwtion of tho pimmm&ml f loid and 
&mprimm %h» fftiwaptlona of «!• or (Eogors, 1051 ) • 

^fe® sftlf fTr^T®® CR*t of a 8«fi®a of latofaottoim 
hotoaoM. ti» indlvl^al and tdo It i® xootod 

, la til® «®o»ld«aLl {Qmasr&nt 19€S) , fitiioh raproa#*!^® an 
ovor sfftlofttod nftfolfiNiiirtlo mM* %tk» th® ho^ ia«g«» 
tl» to® jptoaa®®#®# an latama}. sad aa ext«raal 

ftftiNiot* $h« fmmm i® th® »«£Lt m th® IndiTiduia a««8 
|{ln»«lf to li#» vhll® tha 1« tlai »®lf , irhnt h® 

f®«dL® othiBSii thlal #f M£i« Xt t® mmmsmxy ^ di®tii»» 
gai»h hotwoan th® ftaft th» atilf^oonoa^t • fh® 

fftiiatlo-a of taapi i® to lh:rali^ iafosiifttloa ahont 
tim ph^wimA fmtmm of « peinpaoit to srIoi Mm onotlomalljr 
•asiidtifa ta vnamtMa to Ma «ai 

ftttanmitlowioomi* the hedf taat® plaf® « MtaX 

ia iwmlm hooftos® of the i[o®lo»««Xtii»2 ini^i«fttl®a» 
im impyrd to mowfta* fh« h»4f ImaE® malca® on® aomfo of 
•iHf a ma mat «h|«ot iMoh is diffovoal tmm 

tMi aoot M tJM o^lootft* ft pmrUm Mm vlth wmm^Um 
#®^ iM ao»^Nitii^ ms& Mtktm te other ohi««t«« 

M WaM^» hoif ^i8«« I# « pnwBMor ef thos oMf tani^* 

It m Vm HMMMt m^ilP h®t«®«i the 

m$. tiM 
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comes 

Tlie self olmage/ into exiatenoe when tha ^dy 
iisaga b^ins to operate on an abstract lev<d* fbat is, 
irimn the reactions to one’ a pliyaioal features tei^ to 
organize themaelTea into a pattern* The seXf-iaage is 
an outcQs^ of ttree types of reaotios» t (a) reactions 
of an indlTii^ai towards Ms os® pl^sicaX features, {b) 
reactions of others towards his phfsieal f«i'i»ires, and 
(c) his reactions to the reactions of ethers* Thus, 
a person say dereXop the feeXings of likes and dislikes 
in reXatlon to Ms body parts* Be say feeX that ho 
possesses a iMMulthy bod^* A eoaan aay think she hss a 
oharaing face and attractire features* At the sane time 
she ma^ that others do not think about her features 
the leay she does » ethees do not fedX tMt she has a 
sharmii^ faoe, though they admit, she may eoncMs, or 
tMt on the whslec she possesses attraotlTS features* 
Bsee»ing stars of hoe others reae toward ter body, she 
may proeeed to attribute oertain reactions to their r^o- 
tiens* She may rationaXlse that thar ekd jealous of 
her beeaaee she is eharsl^ te le^ at* Or she may 
eoapensate by e beantieiaa, sr may iuBmiate 

h»^elf by eritisai ethers"* la all thess, 

she is rwietiag to the reaetions ethers* fhis is the 
Iwsl ^ alwitraeties aa taiMdiate fereraa^f ef the 
std^iasKe# 

the ^ s^^^image is wt e«te«se 
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iiiteraetioiii %lm priTate and thn sooial 

aaj^ets of tiio %% m% id«oti««X with. 

sill liar, mi rfprtaanl;# tke too ta iatajeaetion# 
«ftlf»ooa®»pt is m. alwiEia^fcotM 4tff aroatialsioa teatwiNsa 

th» *m^ mi %&« m ©at sarltsr, 1* 

4«rflklopi m% <Kf ilia aatrix of p^Mnaoneanl asparioaoos* 
f&a •Igx^fisftoao of soilfHsoae^^ ilos ia tl»o 
fiioi tlmt it faniOtioaa as a mHm» of psrsoasllt^* lumsd 
It xsvolso tltt fsarioss fsoots of m parmtim solarrlotxr* 

It proiridos m aaitjr to porooaaiitr faaotioas os m 
iatfi^ratli^ foxios ia tlis 07pia4fi&« la foot that is the 
hwsto thesis of th* leiistio a^xmeh to hohsriowr* "Wlait 
hM» he«o osUled aeilf*i4satity » ego^ideatity , and sodf* 
aetnaUsatioa hStsiiis t# the seatrai r^roosotalioae 
tl^ self or the ehlf-laage** COaiama, i»i»t p-l®*)* 

la ♦» the l^•fteteaii^«tioll• it is ^its 

leglttawte to that shlf-aeMli^itioa i» m 

ftmetioa of m iaaisi^oi’o oeif-laeto* low hloo is 
ho to Miiso potoiitisiitioo, to he oU that ho 

001 O 4 ho, mAmm h# haow il»*t lo **• ooall ho t 

fMs io a o -ilM i go mmm -AmALw i^aooo tlo® ia ti» oroo of 
I^Mki oettisil iMNhssRiLoaif* sotting: sii tho goais to ho 
otMaoft to W mmmmmA of oaro Mlitioo 

o^pnoitioo^ t pofaoa otl^ » nagaifiod oad. iaflahtod 
•• fOaot- la to Hlsiy to 

ft3£ sp iSilOii OPO ao pewl.'l i y oowsiOsi'Od oeey Oifftsalt 

m ^ ****** • popwa fooow^ag 
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a aat aiima^E ms to plagr i»f« aad 

wtmid att«a|^t ortiy thaso asaigiisMgiats whove aooaiNii^ral 
oos^lotioa ia m gu^mntsa* la l^atirtaa theaa %m 
mATmmm aoalil l>a aa tatdiTidlial. ai© woaM fix ajp liie 
goal.© i^Gh. mitlm too aor too aaaor* thm 

a«0Lf of ipioh mn indtfi^aX l>e oo&iparati'vol.jr a 

oosa^iast i^at«i* It w^d not dwiate too lauch f:raa M« 
i^OoidaaX* TMs is tba paraoa iS© ms tio axpaotod to 
poasoss a of for ^hieraacat* 

Xa tMa ateid7» a perooa iritJ^ a Mgh a Aoli zatod 
Ixis aaXf m iapaXoifOt ai&f*iaep«oti^« oooiaXt aad 
vtiilo tl» &m wiio las Xoir oa a 4«aorll»ad 
Maa^ at MmSk tad olN^dioat* 

fiittt to odasiatant vttXi wliai 

h&» iioatloaed ia tim 9S»m« j^mismph»* A «t«oag 

fiiotivo for md a mAm to m$&s « »«**»• 

of mUmrnaim^ «ool4 «at« a i| toMoror i^poltioo 
io Mo l^iwoitoir for ttio Mt(^o zootoa tMt M i» too 
•e^tM m immt tiio f«Ml^ of ottMiae^* Boooaoo 
of ropootod oMot foXXoir « fooltotio goM 

o Mgli jg toMortr Mw* i^oooooiw # otroog ooaoo 
Mf otaiv««iiftdN»i 0 O «ad ooiwoqpoot to tMt,. of aolf- 
roo|MNHi» liMlot#iaXo pooootoJsg » loo aood f<w doMoo^wiM 

dOOMTttOd t.ttg0iM.O«O •• %Mog *»M oliodi«8t* t*ao* 

ot«' fdMitioo oMoit tofdljr Hoaro ©oofe to #o 

iMMai tiMf «»•« dotioiFOOiBit* 

f ]M i^t tlmt tliO M«it M Arnmme^ ms^rnrns^ 
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m groattti' iaeuii%«r of lends eopport to 

tl» fiffe tiat a Mgli used for hehimwmmnt feroure a 

self-iiaage* %«oeiiee of a greeter ego»inrrolTe®«nt . 
Ttwi dieesn^noS' eeoree indioeted tl«t tfe© fear 
of eader>»eetiaeted tiy otitsm eas inrereiil^r related 

to need for fMs s^i^eets tte miauemm of 

Imiglst Is the ease of pereoae «to ewre lov oa a Aoh. 
W&rmreTp grater dleerepu^jr ie else mggeetive of poor 
adiaetaeal la ease of the eohjeete «ho ere low ea a 
MMewea«at* She ehHlty to e«t reelietlo goale* eo resj 
^eomoterlstio of the iadlTldeele with « Mgh m Aoh, Ie 
m direot foaotloa of the lewi^ of oa# o ediastaoal « 
l^orooae who ere oOll odjastod toad to set ap noro reallotle 
goelo thaa those ote ere poorly *d4aotod« Ohwlottelyt 
feoreforo# oae laaer he Jaottfioi to oepeot m gxmtmt disero* 
lieasgf hetwooa the prlwote osd tho ooelidi eOlTes la the 
oftoo of the iadloldttola e^riag low ea tl» aeod for Mhlere* 
»eiit« 

it ha* fort^r hooa hM that largor dleor^aoloo 
iKrthfOoa the psriiwte eelf «*d aoolal oalf ero aot pleoolMo 
(Iplio* Is the proeoi^ eladr* It wee foaad that 

tl^ dl«erep#telee *•** greater la the oae* of persoao adso 
he^ ii«***<l low eat hoh hath Is aeSto* sad feselee* 
eeggeeto a f#ei4^ ^ Saforl«Plty 4a relstioa to 
mmm» It I* i*i#i«dite to wm m» heoam* the Irree- 
4|*yNl 0st^ *itt|iii is th* e«Mi *f lew jg 4«wiew«f« engwow* 
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-fej gvmtm Qhumm fim 

eritimlm a«t«d mt %9 t&«B otlunro i» satioasdi^ti 
%}m iiaiat tisit th» Qthiesw tanft to luidor* 
thmiie mpmttlm* 

A 0A3S ]^mmn«d hy tim mhje&t» 

wb& wm9 Hgh m mms^ AsfMmmmt taaSa to bsiag wat tiw 
«ajai«¥ w9p&stM rim &t tb* 8«If mm mtlrmtmr at hmim^ 
riam^* ityii7l4ufCLft t$ mmmart theroiel'ra* is 

nitnattoaa wimm thry «ou1i4 %mkm tb« at 

wniMitiiiai tima mmSay m aaiiiia at pirido after 
tim in ^sm wtU* W 0 stdf of tliese is 

not s ssgoltits ssif mt m mtf ttmt sots as m pmaitimr* 

It is s plste8iK»«wi3. »slf» It is » dii^srentlateft 3 patttsaf« 
sf 3^®«]ptJiy9a«* « dltffstsjcrfeiattes in t^ir piiaama* 

840. f4^4* It is a self ttmt fmmiUm as a <«hmp, 

fiigoaii.irr yAtmtm 

^rntnamH-ity ¥s s^i^fsistslsr dUifinsd as 

*ss s*pHaIip»«HiisiJfSS^^ %s s*g»“ 

mimn tmi tlSi saris^assBl srs i3m tss fassts sf pntmmililiy 
m simt ^ Mss^liars Ciagyai* mil* 

^ tMs in m 9m0 Sa%* It is s siaOlsags 

ts iM» ssi^li^ mmiimm mnmmmmamt ts %• s fsiO. 
ef witi^ iss^slss®# is W la rim mi i3m 

tinAMiy nt ils# m taessasiitar its asswisassat tas 

aft tsf# ^siffssMW^ isssSMi-# sas Isesi* 
tliawrtia^Ssifs aisiasisisi sf sMst sars ^s sffelsstifs tssli- 
i^^sst 1» sa^isss^tasUy rsiassfi ts a 
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of ©r ttM©^ioo8« ®ach of tb« ©^4®cfciir« t«ob- 

isiquea mim m% mmmvin^ oa© or oor© of th®oe diaoaaioas* 
At th© otte porsonaXit^ is anaaosod mm a ayato®, 

tJb# mtur# of itri^oh io not aotooeiMo to ^iroot o1s» 

•orratioa* fiio pro4®etir« tool* boloog t© tMa lorOl. 

It is ^©^ierod ^ tito pri^oaeota of t)m proJeetiT© dorioo©, 
ttsot porooaaiity, bocmao© of it© maooitseiou© ^©tomlnaots, 
io m% for obs»03?Tsitioa ia it© raw fora» uvUmm 

it i© gir©e ©o opportiiiiity to oporato witiK^ut aag? roal©- 
tana©* th&% e«3Hl4 poaai'^© ooly if th« omsur©© of 
©•©©©©moot off«r«4 « ©offioidot aaooat of ©laatteity for 
roroaliog tli© maiq^«©©»© of ©sMtlb Jieong ©uah 

Bs©©»ix©©» til© k9»mhmh iis^ot toat ©i^ tb© Thfloatie 

fmtt imw» imm boMitig m otatu©* Tl©» 

Eoieii^b©©li f«»t m j^raooal-i^ liy l»riiigliig o©t tit© 

aamor in. wbiob it I© ©si©t©iai%^ a ItaiJtime© 1i«tiip©«n tl©r 
iaiarsal w»4 «ol »f f&mm i^ifmntiim »inm © 

iiii©^©r ©f iiaaiisioaa* 71k© fiMWBatio Jfiparoapiioa 7©©t 
pr©wi4©© tk» mtmnammnt nt a p«vs»aaiity W MglsHiglttias 
it© iimi© «ts«a)ite©**ti© ii©©i«©© iHiraoiiaii^ ©r«t©n. 

iia©« til© ii«©4 fme hmm %em «t©©a 

t© tmr0 «i©© t© a dh^i^lt© tiai of p«ra©aaiity 

{WammM* it i© Ii^timt© t© «3^t that tli© 

pattmra© «f pmmm lAt© a hi0k mnA 
fair ©aidlaswiiBail ©8©rt4 !»• ©iffi*©sl fa©* t&© ©a©« ©^ 
ai© ia© m j| 
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f&i 9f tiy$ imXe ahomwi trihuns 

as psrssjis pssesssiag a predoisimK^s of rich inissr 14f# 
(Mf^e 3Rs%i.o) • A sigalficaixllj largo attmbar of H’s 
proat»®<(»S 'Ifes high n Aeh group (alao rsported "by 
E^Slsilaa^ ai*. 19SI^) asi^sstso tb®t Mgh a Ach irem 
rslat«4 to 0:esatl7itS^« By ori^tlrity Is laoaat *a oapeoity 
to iatt^srats arolmio Isg^siXsts iritMa th& oirgaoisation of 
sslf aa4 eoasetous valass» aad to intsgrats iansr 
sacparisoos ’itt!i axti^oOl ratlity aad its dssumOs” •(Kls^fsr 
St a^ , fiOl«Zr A MgbKr IsrSl of «go f^tas- 

tioaiag sas io4ieatS(t is t%» mklss «tt& a hl^h j| asM«vs>» 
mnt* th»f sigalfioaatly mors Wm aoO llf*s tliwo 

tOs mgLm soliisots vttB los j As almost mwmCL wiM 

mti» mM m gxmktm mules' &i E «^«o n^portsi tits imps* 
tlsists of ofsstisil^ is tM ioiiri^idLS aitit a Mgli sssA 
AO feisf Smoot* f!t«r oouXd moBiiias «rsattw ooergy ^ 
sappsrt tiisir sSIritioas* 

tfe# Mt IS *ait@t feos«rr«p» rao oouator t® tits aliors 
arn^easiiEt# Coateaiy to t!» usual fiaiiug of taoiag fK 
as oii!S»lai^f titoi 1# it mao a<H^M tBot ths liigii a iWtB 
as sail as liis Isa g Jmh aalss pmrnmm almost o^tal maat 
^ M mm m wmm^mmrn t% mmm tfeat l»tii %hs grmp9 
4 i 4 as^ Imstssir mw tatssaa tiasir impalsss mm 

tfeoir ’pslas igrstSB®* fM,# sisasiJ tiMy jpssiWMMM^ a aojfmai# 
mm m ImOjaii^ llf#^ 

fmmmm tlis mm a 
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Qormal. coacern vitli the o'b'rious details of a situation 
cimraoterised the high 4 a Ach wahjects* Th^ seemed to 
he the people who possessed an adequate ability for 
pere^tuia differentiation. 

An empimsis on seemed to uphold the hypothesis 
of •neurotic oonstriotloa^tKlopfer et 1954) in the 
case of low n Aoh individuals. This was further sapported 
by the higher 7-\- in this ease. A lew asiount of n Aoh 
thus did not facilitate an ii^ersonal perception of tbs 
world. 

The t&mX9 high and lew n Ach subjects did m% 
differ ©a S| aiui W» D. Dd* In oth^ indices the differen- 
ces were prcaasinently displayed, lihe the male i»isple« 
th«^ too showed that the high a Ach meant a rich fantasy 
life, a baianee between impulses and the value systeiE, 
an orgaaiaational interest with a fair amount of creative 
potential, and an al^ity to perceive world on a personal 
level* 

On the ThsMatic j^gpereeption Test aleo. the persons 
with a m Aeh li^owed thweselvee as acre rich in fantasy, 
creative# dsmaade* aid^itieus and eaetici»lly rich in 
eentent. ie ea the Eerscheeh. here t^* eex dlff«rences 

were efts® iaeonsistent. 

Te nq?"* a high isasmat ef a ^h seeaiMd to go 
with an Istrevereivpe peresmlity sMeh poeeeeeed an 
aMIity te esgaMa» a®4 differeatiate Ids percepts wlthia 
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tli 0 jmm&X raag« ^ prodtuetiT* «»»3^ie8 

om tJi® oae h&M aa4 amMtioa® on %ha ottms } . this pic- 
nmmin^y fits «ttil iato %h» thccrciioa fosaaia- 
tioas ia ri^SMpi to tbs a Ach aa oat2.iae4 la the Cbaptora 
1 and S# pairttcailafiy the fact tiait affect ia rdatioa 
to perfomsace ms the priae diiffi^eatial of a Ao Metre- 
meat* 


comxsmm nmmm 

tMmstssiSSf prOTi4«i pet aaotter eni^iri^ eiippert 
ta of the etaitrsi aM.e of the aeedi for AcMrreaoat 

ia lMil»tietir« the eftiM ieeie4 that the ooae- 

traete eaeli m tise *|^4ehl«t^fiea^*» or t^ •%valf eiaiaiag 
to ea^aia a pimsmemm preside ia fact oaip tiae *r««loo- 
4«at Moriptioas «f the pheacieeaoaP CBiadsa» 1989) is 
not for too reseoae* ftni Aesariptioa aa4 the 

espiaaatioa lie aioat a oeatiaaosi lhaetioaai ralatioa^ 
oMps* oae ssA of tMeh rtq^EfOosiits tlie eoaospts possoseias 
i^iaa4 th^retieei aa4 e^irli^ sedt^roM^et sm ths 
ether iasMAm tie leeNaeipts ifeleaiii %asm^ thssveti* 

<sai|r meft« i«r ^ saat ef sameteol sappertive 

aa^laast ery eoieMipte sere oa the feraer 
eai of tia smtiaaaas eliie thus 4eeertptire earns are ea 
ma latter# loth «f theee* heeew# afcs at aafOlAiag ti» 

eKiettai ia a aet ef variail.ee* 
ai m mmsB eaw^^ tam aai la la«e« 

li^JUMI.t la Ha j»®«swmmi of ea^l^Ufliatl^ 
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itm i& %h» of sn attitudo* 

It Is, tliirofo:re, i«>t tjao that tlm eoostruots life* a Mh 
fiAl o^irt of tfeo aeioattfle sigoor mtai^Xy 'bsooujio tliaf' 
€oscei%«, mad i^t o O 7 os»>aootioa of feeharioar* 

r^aoa wl 0 f tMs ismt ma^ b® a® futlla 

i» tlat all til® Imimhm of taio® tb® doacriptife 

poalaslati^ as tiiair sta:rtiiig i^int* Tbs *oaii»il* postulatas 
oos« in at a latar stage, and ar® supported bf ««^in«aiX 
data* fb® pxi^os® of oonttxnots is to iiolp in an axliila* 
rating mt of tlieox^ oonstiucrtlon* Once the sufflois^t 
obasrfatioiia ar« avallatl®, tfea rsi^musm and fluidity 
of thm oonatimets is r%la®«d tl» olarity and atabtlity 
of thB m^iielmXXy anobor^ ooneoita* 

to c^nolitda* tl^ findiOia of tMa rs^aasoti mm»4. 
to sui^oat tiiat a Mgb n MMmm eould b# visuallaod aa 
tiss on® aba ia net sKtSopltaiiaai# wl» in not rmey 
ftnaiooa altliir* and vlie in oaob i^iioertsod alth thn o1»»<' 
ta«l®« i& U.9 goal«»oriont«d aotiiritiea* Be iiaa oonpasa* 
tiy#,y a nii^fiad nn3Lf**iws^n wsd is a '»OH**ad^at®d litdivi^al# 
m m riali tmm life a nomil rslatioaaMf 

iMttiiSdu Ida and Ida goala* 


I ^ 
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j.'Ms iOTestigatiOifi aimed at findin.: out tho 
personality cteractariatics of the individuals with 
a high need for Achieveuient. Takia:^ the goal-directod 
activity as a criterion for distinguiahitig between the 
people, it was postulated that there were two kii'i^e 
of persons s those who took a sense oi‘ price in thoir 
accomplisliiaents and those who did not* jr to be precise, 
some of the persons could be found as more conscious 
tiain others of their aohieveijents and tended to derive a 
greater sense of satisfaction from their attainments* 
CoB^aring a group of subjects, who possessed 
varying azaounts of n Achievement, aloag a few personality 
dimension®, it wms proposed to delineate the persomllty 
oharact eristics of the high n Achievers* The Aronson* a 
Grapiiio arpression Test of n Ach was administered on a 
sas^le of 151 University students {88 males and 63 feiMles) • 
Individuals scoring alE«>ve and those scoring below 
constituted *ths high a-AchP and "the low n Ach* graipo 
respectively* A issa^e of 55 isibjects thus seleoted 
formed the criterion grmape* 

The crit®?ioa groups v^e ooffiparod along tl3® dimen- 
sions of {a) dtwainance-ou^ssloa, (b) iafilvidusa-environaent 
relations, (e) eoiifort-discoBfort, and (d) ego meamire* 
the specific variable correspoadiag to these dimensions 
wsare im) eatheritarlaaieB, {b) reections to frustration, 

(®) awalf^t ttSEiety, wad {d> self-cosacept* In addition 
to tlasie*. tlto persoaslity olwraoterlst tos of the high 
n mUmmm i^so stadia as r^eetsd ®a the fUmmUnoh 
Inhiilet feet isad the fheasitle i^sfe^tie« fast* 
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i’he fiadirigs of tMo study showed ttet a person 
v/ith a Mgii n 4cMev’e»en.t was less auttoritarian, reacted 
to frustration by stressing the obstaclos on the way to 
his ^oals, was less anxious, and possessed a good adjuet- 
meat. On th® ^lorschach Test and the tat, he reflected 
himself as a parson with a rich Inner life and a realis- 
tic relationship between his capacitimj and his goals. 

These reoults rosy be seen as consistent with the 
theory of achlweiuent motivation. A desire for deriving 
satiafaetion from ©ae*a accompli shmenta requires that 
a parson should set Ms goals witMn an intermediate 
range of difficulty, should prefer tast^8 in which the 
outcome is mm due to Ms efforts and is also relatively 
concrete. In regard to sex differences, tm regular 
pattern could be discerned in this study, on many indi- 
cts, males and the female subjects showed Just the 
opposite trends* This reinforces the Idea that th© need 
for Achievement operates differently in the two sexes, 
and is rooted In th® different typ^ of the socio-cultural 
denmnda made upon s^les end females* 
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Booiid appretal m Inoostivo sad perfomanoe 
dooreMOJit* ist Atkioww^ F*!* It Poatbwp* l#T«t 
A Theory of aobieveaoat lotivatioti* JFsha Wil<^ 

p>" ' a§wss-; — 
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«Oiit the mmMrn WimA AoMovoaoitl Mlo* 

J« FioPObBl- * i®( 54 « J|# INklf • 
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» 'lo « 

0 • lo • 

opit|.j:r i!ir.3Tio:T-iAi^K 

I I Q IS; 

iiMm ar® a few statsoents ©xpreasiafei the opinion, 
oi different peopl® on eooial setters. 

I'leas® read each atatment ©arefullj anu5 writ® 
on the Mrgin againet each atat^ent if you agree with 
the Idea expressed in the statement and write ''!>•' if ycm 
disagree with the ioea« 

?® ettre that ycm answer all the atatementa. 

1* Obedience arsd respect for autliority are the 
isoet iis^rtant rlrtuee children a ould learn. 

2» A person who has bad ^nnera* habits, atid 
breeding ean hardly expect to got aionj with 
decMint peoiae* 

3* If people wmtld talk less and work siore, 
©rerybody would be better off. 

4, fhs buaineseeaa and raanafacturer are 

mch roare ifi^rt?»nt to society tiaa the artist 
ai«l the professor. 

0* science has Its place, but there are many 
iB^rtant things that can newer posatbly be 
understood by the huinan mind. 

6» Swesy person should hawe oosiplete faith in 
some supema tarsi power w>iOse decisions he 
obeys without question. 

7* Young people sometimes get rebellious ideas, 
but as they grow up tijsy ought to get ower 
them and settle down* 

3. Wtett tMe country needs most, more tlmn leva 
and political pTog:mmrjm®, is a few courageous, 
tireless, detroted leaders in wliom the people 
<mn put their faith* 

p* Jo sane, mtmX, decent person could eror 
think of iurti*^ a ^ose friend or relntlre. 

10* ifebod^ mmt learned aiythii^ really ii^rtaat 
except through suffinriin^* 

it, whet the youth asst is strict discipline* 

ragged deterMi^tlon and the will to work aafidi 
fight for ff^dly end eomiiiry* 


12. An iamlt to our honiour stould alirays be 
puoielioO* 

13* .?ea: crimes, such as rape aad attsc<s on children, 
deserve laore than mere irapriaonmenti such cri- 
mimle out^ht to be publicly whipped, or worse* 

14, fhere is imt&ly anytiiing lower tiisn a person 
doe® not feel a great love, gratitude, and 
respect for his parents, 

15* : oat of our social probleiao would be oolved ti 
we ooulti sosiefjow ,jet rid of the iis^soral, crooKcd, 
and feeblGi^iinded poople. 

16* i.omDsexuala are liardly better tlian criminals and 
ought to be severely punished* 

1?* rhen a person tms m problem or worry, it is 

best for him i»t to think about it, but to keep 
busy with more cheerful things* 

l:i, Toii^aclayB saore and Rsor® people are pryin; into 
iTMitters that should remain poraonal and private* 

19, JoiB© people are born with ai urge to from 

Mgh places* 

20* People can be divided into two diatinct classes * 
the weak and the stror^* 

21* ,3ca«5day it will probably be shown that astrolofjy 
©an explain a lot of thia:8* 

22* //are and social trouJ^ea tmy someday be ended by 
an earthqi^ake or flood that will destroy the 
whole world. 

23* iloct people don* t realisse how much our lives are 
contr^led by plots hatclMsd in secrot places. 
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Muthayya’s Madras PF 
Study 


Department of Psychology, University of Allahabad 


Name : 
Class : 


Whether parents are alive: — 

(1) Father If not, step-father 


• (2) Mother If not, step-mother 


Order of Birth : Games you play : 

(1) (2; (3) 

* School : 

No. of brothers and sisters : Date : 


Instructions 

In each of the pictures in this leaflet two people 
are shown talking to each other. The words said by one 
person are always given. Imagine what the other person 
in the picture would answer and write in the blank 
square the very first reply that comes into your niind 
Work as fast as you can. 


Printed at Nijanand Press, 122, Johnstonganj, Allahabad-3. 
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APPEljIDIX C 


\ 

!Ria i5ifii^R 



irrn— 

^«STT- 

gT<t^ 


SINHA Vi. A. SELFbANALYSIS FORM 


«TJT% TT ?rFI# HTHtFsT^ siTT^flfe; sSF’T^q'f ^ ^#srcT r??r I 1 

ij ^ ^ 3?^^ I 'sfr mx ?T'T^ IffifJ ^ ?ik 1 1 ?F5?^ 

HN^t |fe % frit f 13 as^f ^ 1 1 

it ?t ?riT?irr ^ qF®^ 1 3ft 5?rT% ^ qFcf^^F® Jr ^ ^ir «r^ ^ 

% jRitq; % ?rTiT^ '[|T” 2IT ^’' Ffr^rr? {/) i "5^; m^3;q^ Fq^f^r fq?[qT?r 

frit I” qF? qt «rTq% 5!i I ‘ J" ^ ^ I ^ 

Fr^nq ^rnrit^ i 

^ ^ % f?nx siiq^t 1 1 ^ ^ 

mivJ . ' 

^ FT^rrq ^qur 5irq?qqr 1 1 



sic^" Iht 1 1 




?i 5 siir 

?. 

V. 

'i. 


13 . 


?o. 

n. 




?■#. 


n. 


(/) 


^ «flfr # 5Tt ?n^r5T % t 5rT?iT f i 

f^'TftcT r?r^r % 511^ (Opposite sex) ^ ffT^T^ qi; f Jfi TTr^^T 

1 

3 fr^ qR ^?ri | f% irr cr^^r^rr ^ itt 

I 

f q^5rT?r | q:|if ^ft^r jt ^|Tt| i 

5F^-q;vfr ^fTT I ird' 5fT ^T?if srq;^ ff qR ? i 

sn?T: ¥?r^fST 1 1 

^ ^T^iT f I 

55^ iTFr: qq; ^gr | F^p j?t f^rf^ g" q| 1 

3 ^ % fqgf it 5Tt giV ^rrgigt ^ q^gr ?!T 1 1 

^ 5 rrq; 1 ^ ?fri: gq^ kmi ^ 1 1 

^ qi^-qjjf)’ qf fqfgr ^ sri^ | Fp qp|f i2f gqgq; g ^ gj-:^ I 

^ fqgiq % q^itng ^ ^ngj ^ i% Stq^ qqq if ?ifqqT qqfg g^ 

qr^qr \ 

wff 3iT5ft^ gg?;?; ^ g|g ggfr rt^t f ) 

spwt-qigt !:^q^ gjcp; ^g;f|' | jj.^ | j^ g-qj'gf ^ ^ 

«TTq 5n« I 


§f 

ir 

If 

ir 


|f 

If 

|f 

|f 

If 

If 

If 


gft 

^|f 

gff 

gff 

g|lf 

g|f 

g|lf 

gfr 

gft 

gfif 

g|f 

gff 

=Tfr 



( ^ ) 


m 

Iff? “Fit ^ % ?rR^ I ^ f^f^^-?TT |t srrcTT 1 1 

^T ^tiTRT % ^sr^sff % ^rq" ^ ^rq? !)■ qr^ft qf^ qtqr g i 

?=:. q ^rqT^qr |t pt |r sf^r f i 

U. ^ ?Tpq^cf^ I % %^\ ?f}q 7 | t I 

^0. q qft ^rrqifft % qq ^ qf qrqr f i 
R\. fq^# qq; q;iq q^ t-qn ^fecr q.Tqr ^ F^rit m: qfqqj^r ^ ^r 1 1 
qq. 5Tq?f?: Jr^sT ^ qq^irar 1 1 

q 5 iq qqq ^q qfq^ | i 

-•(V. 5^ q^qt-q;qt m ^rai | fq; qti q;q| ^ ^ ^ , 

^'i. q§ ^Tqq^T q^qriqf M | fq? ^ qrq ^ ^fT^f STT ^ | I 

qrfqqsq^ ^qr ^qqr | fq; Jttt F?^ ^tk % qqqr | i 

f q'Pf SI^SSTT qFqqj qqf r^3 | I 

Rt;. qjqqq; ?!■ w^w 1 1 

. q;^-q:wV Fq^qr % q^iq^n qk q|f sqTqt i 
^o. ?iq^ % qi (fqiqrq;, qsqrqqr, qi^^q?) % Jr q^qrmt ^ 1 1 

n- qp ^ 3531 f 1 

|q^ qlf q^TFcfqlr q^ qr q f 1 

31?^ qqq q^q;^ ^ Tiqq qq qqqi 1 1 

\ 

^ qqqr qrq q;rq^ qrqFqq? qqrq ql" fr^rq ^ q:q:?iT f 1 
qqq^ g,^ qqqi | Fq? q^f qflr qT^qj 1 

qtq^ q?lf q;feq q^iq qr^ qR 5f q^ qqqt ^ qr 5 ^ q^qi qr^ qqqi 1 1 
^V 9 . qrq't-q^^ qq^ Jr ^^qi f Fq; q 1^ q^i ^qn ^ qqi f i 

^q. qj^-q^qt ^ qq^ ^qt f qt |qff ^ q^^ qrqq; q^ 1 


f^q (/) qqr^iT 

ff ^ 

§r q^ 

^ qf 

^ qff 

qff 

ff qff 

^f qff 

^ qff 

|f q|f 

^ qff 

IT qff 

gt qff 

^ qff 

?t qff 

if qff 

if qff 

it qff 

if qff 

if qff 

if qff 

if qff 

if qff 

if qff 


( ^ ) 




Vo. 










vs. 


v«. 


vt;. 


v^. 


%o. 


n. 


v<. 




KV. 


U. 




H' 3 , 


Kc. 




' /) ?r<Tr?t? 


f^?Tt ^Ifsr % ffrq srcn^f r^tr tr^ q't^rr^'r it 1 1 

^TmT?ff ^t ^'t 5 r??t ^ I j 

^Tt^TT ff =^fqi % r?rq ^^cTT f \ 

^ ^ ^'t qf ^ft % q wq Tf qr f I 

W qq:n % q^ q|=q^ ^ Sfp ^feqif |t^t | I 

^ qrvft-q^'V iHf5^ ^ $ f^iT I 

?iq^rqqfq;> q ^Us I 

s;^-qnffr ^ fcnrr s^f^cr it ^ri^ ^ fqi ^rqj-^fqj ^ jf ^ 

5 T?q 5itqf qt ?mq ^ftw ( Self conscious ) itcTf 1 1 

?rf«RKn: qq: ^rr^ qr crq^ri 1 1 

5 ^ ?Tq^ 3 jqT f^qi^r qif i i 

qnfqq; f?«n!xrT qqrq T^qqr qrfeq it stkit 1 1 

sr^ 1^ ?rq^ % ^rw ^tCt ^‘q m€t | ^ f^q Hx it 

^TcTI I J 

qi^-q»^Tt 5 ^ ^tst^st qr^ q^ mt satq itcu 1 1 

Sf^ l^t; SiqsiR 5 qf% ^ PJ 5 PTT ^ qqfr^S itdt | I 

*Kt nf? ^icT Jr qR ^ndt 1 1 

q;qt-qjqt gJfe ?rqcrr | fq: ^ q^r^r qit 51 ^rqq: q^f 1 1 

^ qr ilFqqj ^ qjRi^qt qp^t | ^t I Ff # ^ qj^ ^ qR qR 

qfe 5^ % ^ ^rfarq; ^ 3 n?iT | eft ^ gq q|t q^r , 
«tqq ^ ^ q^qmt ^ g^ satir-R | , 


I? 

|f 

If 

If 

If 

If 

|f 

|f 

|f 

|f 

|f 

If 

|f 

If 

If 

If 

If 

If 

|f 

|f 


^^-qwft ^ gtqqJT q^^q it mi ft^ cr it^ ^ 


qit 

q|f 

qf 

qff 

qit 

frit 

qit 

^if 

*Tiif 

qif 

qit 

qit 

qit 

qflf 

qif 

qit 

Jiif 

fr|f 

frif 

JTif 





( ^ ) 


^O. 








^e.. 


'sSO, 

V9?. 

isY. 


'3'i.. 




law. 


\ 3 «:. 

\35.. 

c:o. 


JTT^r ^ f^ff?r^ ^ STT^ I I 

^ 'TfTf?2T%iff if Tf ^T frff f^iT ^5T ^fcTT | I 

F^r I F^r t n 5 ??^ ffff f I 


f^^riff (^/) ?iiTT^ 

it # 

ir ?T|f 

if ^ 


^?rT ^nrm I F^ t ^et ^fr ^rqr f i 
Jrfe ITT % 'TW ^ %q ^ffT it^TT | rft ns flcfT 5 

it 5TTdt I F^ F?TW 1% ^ ? I 

m ^ ?nir ^TF ^T?iT f ?ft q^^TTfft ^icfr | F^ ^jpt^ ^J i 
?Tq^ ^R«ir % F^q if ?TF«r^cr^ F^fisrcr ^|i f i 

5ft t ?rfEr?cT^ ?I%?IT ?Tli§[H f;^rTT f I 

^ F^^ ^ f F5 t?t^ F^# f%f^cr hw qr ^ ^ 

I ^t 1 ^ ?FRf^ ^T ^irar I Fqi^nq? ^?rit?ntinTi 

jsi qirfff ^ q^^ffT ft | F^rJTqrt fT ^ ffff i 

^?rt itciT I Fqj ^ m 5Ern; ft|f ?ft^ 1 1 
^ iTf 5T|t Fjtf^wct qFrr g Fq; f%^r ^ qrtF qv^?rr ftirr i 

^i^rr if sEtFtf^^^ ^ f i 

qFvft-qj^ ^ ^?rT ?it^ tscn f F? ^ Fq^^ q^ir qn" fr|t f i 
§V|t ^tFsrf^cI^ ^*TcTT t Fq^ Itf cHTT ?>ff ft sqsf | | 

% «r?i % Fspet qq*? ^ if If^Fqj^s fl?ft 1 1 
?fq[jff if ^ snr^ FJtqj? Fsf^r ^r^Ff^l ^ iTcg ^€cn f i 


?t 

1 ft 

If 

If 

If 

|f 

If 

|f 

If 

|f 

If 

If 

|f 

if 

|f 


if ^ST ft «tq5 STTctT I I ff 

ir^ f^'t if q^ ?tT?rr 1 1 ff 

if ^>ff % ?i^=§^ ^5r-=qtcr q^f? qft qj’i^, f?r ^ ^ qfft inr 

Jtqrrq; ^ ^nt i |f 


qff 

qft 

^rff 

fi|f 

qff 

qff 

?Tff 

5Tff 

qff 

qff 

5Tff 

qff 

ftf 

q# 



( 'i. ) 


^IT ?fW[ 

- ^ ^ I fe ^\i ?iiq% 5 iT^ wrat 1 1 

=;^. ^ 5 TiT^r I fe 5 ftJT T«r? ?T|f I I 

=:^. t I %Tt^^TT5zr f5T^T|l 

cii-. % feiT m srnr: s^^rqr sfigir 1 1 

^'L n % fircT ^ >T^5n?f ^5ir f i 

^ ft: 5 niT? ?r 7 ?TT :t ?rf?rT it sfr^rr f i 

C's. q:ft 7 ^ ^ ^|cr : 3 %r 5 rcr it :? 5 ?ir 1 1 

eqzT 1 1 

if sfWT ftftcf x^ f ft if vff^sqr if !fira? ftet gqra if ?r q^ srr^ i 

^.0. q| ft^cTT 5^ q^cTf I ft 5rq ^ ffT it 5n:sin ?ft ir^T ^T?«q q 

TOf it I 

s.?. qftqTT if ?fft iftci ^ qqiqffT ^"qqr?: ^ q^^rR it ^irt i i 

■s.^. ?q qiq # sqqq?: ftfcir | ft if 5fq^ spjiT ^ ft^Rr q ftqr cns i 

^T ^cffTT :3^ftg it 3?RT I ft ift ftq qftT it ^RT | I 

e.v. qf tft^q^ ftRT itR I ft qq ftq if «fr fir it \ 

s.!<. if sTTit ^%fft it qrqt ftqr Rcrr f t 


(>J) ?rqT?*^ 

If 

• 


ff 

qft 

|f 

qif 

|f 

qif 

|f 

qit 

It 

qit 

|t 

qif 

It 

qff 

ft 

qit 

|t 

qit 

It 

qit 

If 

qft 

If 


It 

qit 

It 

qit 


5. ^. if ftqtft ftq (Opposite sex) % ^f q qT?T qqq pi WJRT f I |t 

w. 1 ^ ^€T it^ wim I ft ir^ r^^ ft it^ tR ir^"t ^ ^if i |f 

6. «;. if ?r^ % sEfnrr it^ ^ tjqrqqr qcTFrr 1 1 |f 

£.£.. q^-qqt if q| ?ftqqr?: T^Jinq ^ 5rRT f ft if if ft^t ^ q ^ qr 

pqrq q cr|qT f I °' ^ 

loo. ??rqR^ 5 ^?lftq;q^ft;gT^§gt|ftit^q^%qTq^^qr^X^ qqi q^U 


qit 

qft 

qit 

qit 



APPEHDIX D 



w ^ # WR ^ lit # irw 
'WFrr 1 1 Wt f vwr % f¥ f -i mx m *f?nr^ % f# 

f it ^ ^ ^ ^ IWwR Wto 



i«f¥f TO^rr 


W :frrf 


mmm t^ w i <p p i ii >| m m u mmvm mm m m m . 

irf^ OTiw m «r# ^ 

^ ^ % «rtrfT% 

t If I ? ? 





t 


w % wtm 






i .^|nn.i If 1-' ■ ' I i l l I nt-r-TK-yrri iiiwKii^ 

grsfn^T m w % 

^ t w ^ ’fmrlF 

% s I ? f 


TOTfr 


1 1 1 iw iii j^ mi, 

^ ar!%f 

% V 


«ISS^5 

H 


TOtw^ % 
t f irm % 
I ^ t 



tTi^^ f*r 



I irmtt 


ti-^ifr mw *i^n% # 


iiHiNf % arfJt 



t 


ftiwf % 
« ? t 





« 


iiX«ft 


- t .-■!> t 

fir w 




iZ^ ^ wr I t 

t % TOWt t 
* t t 




f t 





T 




tffjmr fg J!5 Jl 
W w Wff f 
I f f 





^ f%‘»r^r# # «irf^% i m 1 W ”r ^ ' 0 % 

m ^ m m mn^ Wf ^ ^ If. mmvnr % m ^ 

% fi 1 1 1%WT % ^ wrfirt ^ TO# 

rm^^m P^ftm m % ^r# ^ ^ fiwr % ^ 

--- ^ 1 1 % 3^ ## 1%^HrTr smi ^ sis?r ar "w ^fr "“Ari 

^ ^ wrg^; gfft ijfi^F ¥ ?tt ‘fSS^" ^ 

t%R OTi^; mt OTTpt % ^ISISIlJ ^ If *¥^ f^sm nrrilr; 
itT ^ % wtm ^ ^ ^ ywt * %f)r%fiKrTOT^ i 

f# ^ WT?f Sf# iF^ ^ HTt*^ ^ 

?ir tot 1 1 

y=^ It# ^ w ^ am Ir^ If t 


nm 


^IWR' 





% 




% 

t 


trwnr ^ 

If If mm^ 

I ? t 






tXT 


« 


% 

V 


t If ftm% 

I t t 


r 




% 

t 


% 

t 


W 


I % 


Iff fffi 







% 
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tzrr" 

f iffffr Bf . _ 

% % <Rnif % 

» * t 



t"WRf 




